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Appendices

The appendices are as follows:

A. Model of marketing planming process: extract from Analysis Report

The first two appendices complement the description of the EXMAR system in chapter
6. This appendix describes the first version of the marketing planning model developed as
a basis for development of the EXMAR system. It is an extract from the Analysis Report
which formed the first specification document for the first, demonstrator version of the
system.

B. Sample EXMAR screen snapshots
This appendix contains sample pictures of four versions of the EXMAR system, to
illustrate the discussion of the system contained in chapter 6.

C. Questionnaire
The text of the questionnaire used in the survey of EXMAR users.

D. Papers
This appendix contains double blind refereed academic papers on the research.



A. Model of marketing planning process:
extract from Analysis Report

Introduction

This appendix describes the first version of the marketing planning model developed as
a basis for development of the EXMAR system. It is an extract from the Analysis
Report which formed the first specification document for the demonstrator system.
The model is discussed in chapter 6. Aspects of the model are also discussed in the
British Journal of Management paper in appendix D.

This appendix is structured as follows:

- Functional breakdown of the marketing planning process: sections 3.1 to 3.3 (p10-
39)

- Data model: section 3.4 (p40-45)

- Technique interrelationships: section 3.5 (p46-48).



Exmar Analysis Report 5/9/88

3. FUNCTIONAL BREAKDOWN, DATA MODEL,
TECHNIQUE INTERRELATIONSHIPS

This section defines the functions performed during the relevant stages of the
Marketing Planning process, and in some cases breaks down the functions into
simpler functions. The functions are related to techniques and methods used in
carrying out the function, and to deliverables that form part of the Marketing
Plan, as defined by McDonald. The top level breakdown is used to refine further
the scope beyond the definition contained in the preceding section.

3.1  Notation of functional breakdown diagrams

The diagram below summarises the notation used in the Functional Breakdown
diagrams. Function boxes represent tasks to be performed as a step towards
production of a marketing plan. Technique/method boxes have icons that
illustrate the style of representation used by the technique or method.

FUNCTION
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3.2 Top level breakdown
3.2.1 Scoping defined by previous section

The previous section defined the scope of Exmar Phase2 as being the marketing
audit, SWOT analysis and objectives and strategies stages of McDonald's 9 stage
breakdown of the Marketing Planning process. Thisis taken as the starting
point for this section. The diagram below summarises this.

1. Corporate objectives The Marketing
R P \ Planning Process
\

\ |2. Marketing audit M
\ \
A \
\ 3. SWOT analysis .
\ \
\
\ \ \\
\ |4 Assumptions AN
\

\ \
\ \
1\ N\

' |5. Marketing objectives and strategies | \

6. Estimate expected results

\

7. Identify alternative plans and mixes

\

8. Programmes

\

9. Measurement and review

Objectives are set subject to certain assumptions: other than this, little formalism
has yet emerged with regard to assumptions.

The setting of corporate objectives is outside Phase 2 scope. So any information
from the corporative objectives required is regarded as an input to the model.
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3.2.2 Top level functional breakdown

We have found it useful to produce a slightly differing top level breakdown than
that contained in McDonald's 9-stage diagram. This is given below.
Explanatory notes follow.

PRODUCE STRATEGIC
MARKETING PLAN FOR A
BUSINESS UNIT

SELECT/DEFINE BUSINESS UNIT

FOCUS

CONDUCT AUDIT

FORECAST

SET OBJECTIVES
AND STRATEGIES
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Produce Strategic Marketing Plan for a Business Unit

This describes the task being modelled. It isstrategic because it deals with long
term direction and context, and because this involves ignoring some details to
aid clearer thinking about the important parts of a business. It is for a business
unit because this process can be carried out at any level of an organisation, or for
a subset of the business that crosses organisational boundaries.

Select/Define Business Unit
Identify which area of the business the marketing plan is for, and record the
purpose of the business area.

Focus
Identify which of the unit's products and markets are of interest.

Conduct Audit
Assess the products and markets identified in Focus stage.

Forecast
Predict the business unit's future relationship with the markets under
consideration.

Set Objectives and Strategies

Set objectives for the business unit based on the information collected, analysed
and summarised. Define strategies by which the objectives are to be met.

13
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3.2.3 Further refinement of scope

Various related areas are therefore outside Exmar's scope, on the grounds that,
though important, they are peripheral to the central concerns of Exmar, and
should not be studied in detail in the interests of timely focus. These areas are
summarised in the boxes on the diagram below outside the “scoping” dotted
line. Brief notes on these follow.
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Corporate Objective Setting
The means by which corporate objectives are arrived at is not within Exmar's
scope. Where corporate objectives (or business unit objectives derived from

them) are required by later parts of the marketing process, they are regarded as
an input to the model.

Organisation Diagnosis

Such issues as diagnosis of the health of an organisation, Blake Mouton Matrix,
etc.

Market Research, market segmentation, product positioning

Such techniques as research into the needs or wants of customers, positioning
products within markets by finding criteria with which to map the market, and
related market segmentation techniques are not covered. The resulits of market
segmentation are important to the functions modelled, so this is essentially an
input to the model, though some assistance may be offered.

3.2.4 Techniques considered

Porter matrix

Critical success factors table
Directional policy matrix
Ansoff matrix

Boston matrix

Product life cycle

Gap analysis

Objectives typology
Strategy typology
Impact/urgency matrix
Market attractiveness table
Cost experience curve
Porter 5-force model
Objectives priority matrix
Pareto curve

15
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3.2.5 Techniques leftout

Product positioning map

Customer preference map

Market segmentation map
Diffusion of innovation
Blake/Mouton matrix

Organisation diagnosis

McDonald productivity matrix
Size/Diversity graph, cost of variance
Downside risk assessment

Response elasticities

Downside risk assessment is on this list of techniques outside the scope because
the consideration of risks and the development of contingency plans would
normally form part of a shorter term tactical plan rather than a strategic
marketing plan. The model developed does provide the basis for such
consideration, however, in the form of documentation of significant
assumptions and issues.

16
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3.3 Lower levels of functional breakdown

3.3.1 Select and Define Business Unit

SELECT AND
DEFINE
BUSINESS UNIT

BUSINESS
UNIT
DEFINITION

UNIT
MISSION
STATEMENT

CORPORATE
OBJECTIVES

CORPORATE
STRATEGIES

533 |38 58

Business Unit Definition

This states which business unit the plan is for. Where a plan is being produced for
an organisational unit, this simply identifies the unit. Butit may be more
complex: one may wish to carry out the plan just for a subset of an
organisational unit's business of particular interest, or for an area of the business
that crosses organisational boundaries. For example, a plan for tinned foods
within a foods company may cross department boundaries of design,
production, finance, etc.

The business unit definition includes a title that can be used to head all

documents associated with the plan.
It may be possible to produce a checklist to assist in this function.

17
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Unit Mission Statement

This defines what the unit is, or will be, in existence to achieve. Thiswill be a
corporate mission statement if the whole organisation is being considered.
Otherwise it will identify the specific role of the unit within the organisation.

Its form is a statement in words to cover aspects of the mission not covered by
the corporate objectives and strategies. Brief statements should be made which

cover the following points:

i) Role or Contribution of the Unit
e.g. - profitgenerator,
- service department,
- opportunity seeker

ii) Definition of the Business
- the needs satisfied or the benefits provided. Should not be too

specific (e.g. "we sell milking machinery") or too general (e.g.
"we're in the engineering business”).

iii) Distinctive Competence
- thisshould be a brief statement that applies only to the specific

Unit. A statement that could equally apply to any competitor is
unsatisfactory.

iv) Indications for Future Direction
- abrief statement of the principal things that serious
consideration would be given to (e.g. move into a new

segment).

Reference: Tremco Marketing plan, vol 1

18
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Corporate Objectives and Strategies

Corporate objectives document any financial targets set for the unit, particularly
for revenue or profit. This also involves specification of the planning period to
the end of which the targets relate (typically 3 years). They may have been
defined by a higher level unit (that subsumes the unit under consideration) as
part of that higher level unit's planning. Asthe higher level unit may not be at
the corporate level, these objectives are not necessarily strictly corporate.

Corporate strategies give statements of direction as to how the objectives are to
be achieved. They may again form part of a higher level unit's planning. An
example from the case study discussed in section 7.2.2 is to reduce the unit's
dependency on undifferentiated products to a lower quantified level.

19
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3.3.2 Focus
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Focus

The object is to identify which market segments and products are to be
considered in production of the marketing plan. This involves ignoring some
detail for the sake of aiding understanding about the critical issues involved. For
example, an audit of tinned foods may decide to focus on baked beans and pet
foods, and ignore the small market for anchovies.

Identify 20% critical to business

The basic rule of thumb is that the 20% of the business' markets and products
most critical to its success are those that should be included in a strategic
marketing plan. Thisis a guideline only: the planner may wish to conduct a
more or less exhaustive plan. Plotting the Pareto curve will give a first
indication. The Porter Matrix may assist by showing the relative strength of the
products in their markets in terms of differentiation and cost leadership, as an
indication of the possible future importance of the products.

Segment the market

The relevant markets should be identified and, where appropriate, segmented.
Thisisin general a creative and important step. Limited guidance onlyis
incorporated in this model. The Porter matrix may be of assistance in market
segmentation in cases where cost and differentiation can effectively model the
market, as clusters of products in similar positions might reasonably be placed in
asegment. The Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) used as a basis of statistics
collection by the Government can form a useful starting point for market
definition, as a checklist from which to select, though its utility may be limited to
where segmentation can sensibly be based on vertical markets.

Predict markets over next 3 years

Prediction of the future market life cycle is important as an input into the audit
of the current position. itis also may affect which 20% of the products and
markets is deemed to be critical. For example, if it is assumed that the demand
for anchovies is expected to rise steeply in the next three years, it may be decided
to include them in the tinned foods audit after all.

21
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Products over next 3 years

The Ansoff matrix may at this point suggest new markets and products that
should be defined and considered.

3.3.3 Conduct Audit

Conducting the marketing audit is split into two stages. Firstly, carrying out the
SWOT analysis. Secondly, summarising one's current position.

CONDUCT
AUDIT

CONDUCT
SWOT
ANALYSIS

SUMMARISE
AUDIT

22
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3.3.3.1 Conduct SWOT Analysis

CONDUCT
SWOT ANALYSIS
¢ = FACTORS
o o= | CHECKLIST
* /
ASSESS CRITICAL
STRENGTHS SUCCESS
AND FACTORS TABLE
WEAKNESSES
o — oT
+ —— | CHECKLIST
* /
NV oT
ASSESS AANAA usT \
OPPORTUNITIES - . < PORTER
AND + S5-FORCE
THREATS
AT X IMPACT / X | MODEL
BRI —I— URGENCY
X | matrIX . ATTRACTIVE-
« — |NESS FACTORS
* = | CHECKUST
*
MARKET
- ASSESS MARKET ATTRACTIVENESS
ATTRACTIVENESS TABLE

The objective is to assess the state and prospects of the products and markets
already identified. Information needed at this point may have been collected in
advance of the planning process, or it may be collected now.
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Assess Strengths and Weaknesses

The strengths and weaknesses of the company's products in its markets can be
summarised in a Critical Success Factors table for each product within the chosen
focus. Itis very important to get this right, and to validate it against information
on the competitors in the market and their strength in the markets. If the
information is not available to sufficient accuracy, it should be obtained. After
all, one is identifying factors critical to the success of the business. A checklist is
available of possible factors to consider.

This function, then, is performed for each product within the chosen focus. Such
repetition is not explicitly represented on the diagrams, although it should be
clear from the accompanying text. ,

Assess Opportunities and Threats

The Porter 5-force model of pressures on you can assist in identification of
threats. The Impact/urgency matrix gives guidance on whether to include the
threatsin the summafy list. A checklist of possible opportunities and threatsis
available.

Assess Market Attractiveness

The Market Attractiveness table summarises the attractiveness of a market to the
company. ltis filled in for each market within the chosen focus. It thus
complements the Critical Success Factors (CSF) table: CSF summarises the
company's prospects of success in the market if it chooses to compete, whereas
this table summarises the desirability of competing . Specification of the
market's attractiveness as of now includes anticipation of the future of the
market based on current information. More particularly, it is concerned with
the market's attractiveness from now till the end of the chosen planning period.
This is discussed further in the Forecast stage (section 3.3.4).

24
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3.3.32 Summarise Audit

X BOSTON
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\\\
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M | AUDIT
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The objective is to summarise the currentsituation, including the position of the
individual products in their markets and an overview of the unit's portfolio.

The essential component of this is the Directional Policy Matrix (DPM), with the
current picture of the portfolio, and current projections. The projections can
then be modified during the setting of objectives. The axes of the DPM have
already been determined during the Audit, being the CSF factors and
weightings, and the market attractiveness factors and weightings. Acircleis
also used to indicate the product’s contribution to revenues. Guidelines for the
reduction of the number of products to be displayed to a sensible number may
be used; and the axes may be changed and/or relabelled in order more
effectively to differentiate between products, if initially they are excessively
clustered . Groups of products, including portfolios, may meaningfully be

plotted on the DPM, as well as single products: McDonald gives an example of
Cranfield School of Management's courses.

25
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As a further refinement to the representation, the circles may have a shaded
segment with size proportional to the product's market share.

Note that the elements plotted on DPM are product/market combinations,
rather than products or markets: so a product sold into two markets will result in
two circles on the DPM. Each product/market combination is an instance of the
Product for Market entity in the data model. When discussing DPM, however,
product/market combinations are sometimes loosely referred to as products for
simplicity.

The Boston matrix may be used if it is appropriate in this case, on the grounds of
its greater simplicity. Similar remarks apply to those above about the DPM.

Issues that are holding back the business unit may at this point be defined.
These may relate specifically to the improvement of particular critical success

factors scores.

An audit commentary may be provided to add explanatory text to any of the
above if desired.

26
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3.3.4 Forecast

Compiling a forecast is split into two stages. Firstly, predicting one's

relationships with the markets under consideration. Secondly, summarising the
resulting forecast.

This function is only now performed because it is only after a market and the
unit's current position within it has been analysed that it is sensible to set about
predicting the unit's future position within that market.

FORECAST

PREDICT
RELATIONSHIP
WITH MARKETS

SUMMARISE
FORECAST

27



Exmar Analysis Report 5/9/88

3.3.4.1. Predict Relationship with Markets

PREDICT
RELATIONSHIP cosT
WITH MARKETS l \ EXPERIENCE
CURVE
/ Cd
P d
R P4
CRITICAL
SUCCESS
FACTORS TASBLE

3 years ahead)

MARKET
ATTRACTIVENESS
FACTORS TABLE

(3 years ahead)

(PRODUCT)
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NN | ASSUMPTIONS
N

This function involves prediction of the unit's relationship with its markets at the
end of the planning period, to complement the assessment of the current
relationship by the Conduct Audit function.

There is a need to predict the unit's competitive position within the markets; the

future attractiveness of the markets; and the unit's sales within the markets.
This is done by considering trends, without intervention.
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Critical Success Factors table

For each product displayed on the DPM during the audit summary, the CSF table
is recalculated for the position at the end of the planning period. This
prediction should be done on the basis of current trends, and represents what
the planner predicts will occur if no specific remedial action is taken. The factors
and weights should be the same as those used before, to facilitate comparison: it
is only the scores that change. An implication of this is that any changes
envisaged in the needs of the market should be taken into account when first
determining the factors and weights.

The cost experience curve may be of use in predicting future costs, which may be
relevant to the competitive position.

Market Attractiveness table

For each market, the market attractiveness table is recalculated for the end of
the planning period. Thisis a slightly subtle distinction, but one to which
meaning can be attached after some thought. Just as the market attractiveness
scores produced during the audit took into account the current position of the
market and its immediate prospects up to the end of the planning period, this
recalculation takes into account the predicted position of the market at the end
of the planning period and itsimmediate prospects from then onwards (e.g. over
the following three years). For example, the factors will typically include market
size and market growth: the first calculation considers market size now and
current market growth, as a means of judging the market's immediate
prospects; the second considers predicted market size in three years and the
growth rate predicted in three years, as a means of judging what will happen to
the market thereafter.

As with the CSF table, the factors and weights themselves should not be changed
for this recalculation. Only then can the attractiveness scores can be
meaningfully compared.

29
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Product Life Cycle

The future size of the market has already been predicted. Prediction of our
share of the market can now be made, based both on the prediction of future
size, and our current and forecast competitive position recorded in the CSF
tables. Drawing the product’s future sales against the trends for the market as a
whole may be useful in this. Like the CSF predictions, this prediction records

what the planner thinks will happen if no action is taken to influence current
trends.

Assumptions

Many assumptions will have been made about the shape of the future in arriving
at these predictions. Some of these may be identified as particularly important
in terms of their impact on the predictions and thus on any plans made; these
can be documented in an assumptions list.
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3.3.4.2. Summarise forecast
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The summary of the unit's position can now be expanded to incorporate the
forecasts based on current trends, to give a basis for objective setting.

The forecasts for CSF, MAF and product sales can be represented on DPM, by
drawing a circle for the forecast position of each product and linking it with an
arrow to the current position. Similarly for the Boston matrix, if being used.
Further issues may have emerged, which can now be documented.

A gap may now be apparent between the corporate objectives and the current
predictions. There may also be a "strategicgap” between the corporate
strategies and the implications of current trends.

The assumptions list can now be completed.

A forecast commentary can be added, giving explanatory text about any aspect
of the summary.
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3.3.5 Set Objectives and Strategies

SET OBJECTIVES
AND STRATEGIES
SET
;¥ OBJECTIVES
[ X
. \
\ .
.‘ \
ASSESS 1
OBJECTIVES i
I
;
'/.
SET ’
STRATEGIES

The purpose of this function is to produce a list of objectives and strategies.

First, objectives for products are set, based on the forecast summary and any
guidelines available. These are then assessed against the broader picture of the
portfolio balance. This may involve going back and reconsidering the objectives.
Strategies can then be set for the products: this more detailed inspection may
reveal inadequacies in the objectives. Criteria for ending thisiteration include
the closure of the financial and strategic gaps, the coverage of issues raised in

previous stages of the process, and more generally the satisfaction of the
planner.
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3.3.5.1 Set Objectives
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Objectives are set both for existing products and markets, and for new products
and markets. The objectives priority matrix can be used to document the impact
and urgency of the objectives, and to derive a measure of the objectives' relative
importance. The outputis a list of quantified objectives.
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3.3.5.1.1 Set objectives for existing products and markets

X DIRECTIONAL
X POLICY MATRIX

SET OBJECTIVES
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DPM gives a framework for setting objectives for existing product/market
combinations. There are two respects in which a forecast for a product can be
changed to indicate a differing objective. The CSF score can be changed to
indicate an intention to change our competitive position by altering one or more
of the component scores; and the contribution to revenue can be changed. The
former results in a horizontal movement of a circle, the latter results in a change
in size of a circle, relative to the forecast position. The MAF score cannot be
changed, as this would be meaningless: no action within our power (as
producer) can alter the attractiveness of a market.

So there are three distinct representations of a product/market combination on
DPM:

DPM1 The present position, identified during the audit
DPM2 The forecast position on current trends, identified during forecasting

DPM3 The objective position, identified during objective setting.

DPM2 and DPM3 are on the same horizontal line for a given product.
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If a shaded segment is used to indicate the product's market share, the size of the
segment isdependent on the circle size: if the DPM3 circle's radius is increased
above the radius of the DPM2 circle representing the forecast position, the
segment will expand, because a larger contribution to revenue than forecast can
only result from obtaining a larger market share.

In setting objectives, assistance is available in the form of directional policy
guidelines for each product, based on the product’s position on the diagram.
These should be taken into account, but they are not prescriptive, nor precise, as
they merely indicate the rough strategy that should normally be employed for
products in that position.

If the Boston matrix is being used, objectives can similarly be set by altering the
horizontal position and circle size, though in this case a change in horizontal
position (relative market share) will directly result in a change in circle size
(contribution to revenue) and vice versa, unless the price is altered.
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3.3.5.1.2 Setobjectives for new products and markets
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At this point new ideas may be generated or considered, using the Ansoff matrix
to suggest an order of consideration. Thisis particularly likely to occur after the
first iteration, when a gap has been identified by the Assess Objectives function.
If the ideas have not been included in the analysis from the start, market
ségmentation will need to be defined, and an audit and forecast will need to be
carried out before objectives can be set as before.

36



Exmar Analysis Report 5/9/88

3.3.5.2. Assess Objectives
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In some organisations, particularly those driven by financial control, gap analysis
will be used to drive objective setting for the existing product range and
consideration of new ideas, with iteration continuing until the gap is closed. In
others, the process will primarily be driven by consideration of a "strategicgap”,
with financial objectives being influenced by what is possible given the
constraints of the corporate strategies (such as "maintain competitive advantage
through cost leadership™).
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The objectives should in any case be considered against the list of issues
identified, to check they have all been addressed in the objectives.

Portfolio balance guidelines form the second style of guideline available from
the Directional Policy Matrix, to complement the guidelines for individual
product/market combinations. These indicate whether a portfolio is balanced:
the classic example is of a product range where revenue is healthy at present, but
where future prospects are inadequate.

In assessing objectives, it may be decided that a fault lies not with the objectives
being assessed, but with the unit mission statement, corporate objectives or
corporate strategies; and changes may result in these, which involve a larger
iteration over the whole planning process. A simple example is the case where a
product range is ideally suited to long-term investment, but where the corporate
objectives concentrate on short-term contribution to revenue. Such changes will
naturally normally occur only after negotiation, and often the needs of the
organisation as a whole may override what is optimal for a particular business
unit considered in isolation.
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3.3.5.3. Set Strategies
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Strategies can now be identified to meet the objectives. These will frequently
involve action that directly affects a CSF score, or a product's contribution, so the
strategies define how an objective involving DPM movement is to be achieved.
The cost of strategies will need to be considered against budgets, but this has not
been addressed in detail, and is to some extent outside the defined Exmar scope.
Again, the Boston matrix may be used as an alternative.
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3.4 Data Model

3.4.1 Notation

The data model diagrams presented later in the section are in a format known as
Entity Relationship Diagrams.

MARKET | ">
is sold
o Costs
PRODUCT

Boxes represent "entities" and lines represent "relationships”. An entity is
anything you wish to hold information about, such as Products and Markets.

The information can be represented by blobs by the box, with text describing the
information. Each item is called an attribute, such as a market's size. Astarin
place of a blob indicates an attribute that can be used to identify the particular
entity concerned.

A relationship represents some connection between the entities. For example,
products are related to markets in that a product may be sold into a given
market. An arrow leading from entity A to entity B indicates that a given
instance of entity A may be related to more than one of entity B. Text by the
line may be used to indicate the nature of the relationship. So a product may be
sold into more than one market, and a market may have more than one product
sold intoit. This case, where there is an arrow at each end, is called a many-to-
many relationship.
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3.4.2 Data Model (l)

Exmar Analysis Report 5/9/88

& 5/)
* name * name
MARKET OR [ ¢ need fulfilied (defn ) BUSINESS ® Definition
MARKET [ > UNIT U Plénning
®Size period
SEGMENT @ growth nfo {L.C) (SEIfor OReIatcion to
4 ®CSF's competitor) organisation
structure
v
OBJECTIVE
is sold
into
PRODUCT
* name
BASIC COMPOSITE PORTFOLIO ® costs )
PRODUCT | { PRODUCT ® new/existing
(self or competitor)

This gives a simplified data model, as a step towards the full model. Products are
in a many-to-many relationship with markets they are in, as are business units.
Products, markets and business units may all be nested within others.
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Composite products are products consisting of several other products, which are
sold individually aswell. An example might be a variety pack of cat food. A
portfolio is a set of products that, by contrast, is not sold as a set, but which isin
some way related. The total range of cat foods offered is an example. ifa
product is neither of these, it is called a basic product.

The critical success factors and weightings that apply to a given market are
~ common to all competitors in the market, so they are an attribute of the market
itself in the model.

This diagram is inadequate when you consider information such as market share.
Market share is not an attribute of products: a given product may be sold into
two markets, in each of which it has a different market share. So a new entity is
needed "between" Product and Market. Similarly, the attractiveness of a
market to a given firm is specific to that firm, so a new entity is needed between
Market and Business Unit.
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3.4.3 Data Model (1t)

K »
* name -
MARKETOR | o need tulfilled (defn) INVOLVE- " e score onmanss BUSINESS/)
MENTIN and overall score
MARKET | . MARKET I UNIT
SEGMENT ® growth info (L C)
®CSF's (actual or ial (selfor " name
' potential) competitor) | e pefinition
® Planning
period
@ Relation to
organisation
structure
oMarket
attractiveness
factors (MAFs)
e differentiation (1-10)
® market share
PRODUCTFOR | costs
MARKET ® score on CSFs, + overall score
® new/existing OBJECTIVE
Y ® price/average price
® sales volume
1s sold
into
X
PRODUCT
* name
BASIC COMPOSITE PORTFOLIO ® costs
PRODUCT | [ PRODUCT ® new/existing

(self or competitor)

An important area in which this model needs extension is in modelling of
features that change over time. Thisis only loosely described in this version, for
example by the attribute "Growth info" for markets. The following diagram
resolves this inadequacy.
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3.4.4 Data Model (lll)
When
BUSINES *
INVOLVEMENT IN | ¢ when USNIT s o Trend/objective
MARKET " Revi
@ 5¢ore on MAFs, SNAPSHOT o enue
SNAPSHOT and overall score o Profit
o When 4
o S
MARKET o Growih MARKETOR V, INVOLVE- ‘/)
SNAPSHOT  [€7 [ MARKET | onecaiviniied (ein) MENT IN BUSINESS Y "nome
> < oMarket
SEGMENT | ocs1vs MARKET UNIT attractveness
) factors (MAfs)
(actual or potential) (self or ey oo
h competi o Relation to
e when
organsati
e trend/objective st:ur.:tu::
o differentiation (1-10)
® market share STRATEGIC o Planning
® costs period
® score on CSFs, + MARKETING
overall score PLAN
® price/average price
@ sales volume \}
PRODUCT FOR PRODUCT FOR
t—
MARKET MARKET '
GENERAL o unuls of ime
SNAPSHOT A (e.g years)
l o present
OTHER ® What abjective 1s for
o Suale
OBJECTIVE ovalue
is sold
into
A/7
prODUCT | = PRODUCT
o unit tunt .
name
SNAPSHOT ]
8ASIC COMPOSITE PORTFOLIO
PRODUCT PRODUCT
(self or competitor)

44



Exmar Analysis Report 5/9/88

Representation of time

The representation of information that changes with time is tackled in this
diagram by dividing entities into two components, a staticcomponent (e.g.
Market) and a dynamic component containing information that changes over
time (e.g. Market Snapshot). So asingle market will be related to maybe six
Market Snapshot instances, one for each year from three years ago (t -3) to the
end of the planning period in three years' time (t + 3), with differing information
as to market size and growth. This enables time dependent information to be
modelled, provided the information is only needed in discrete units (typically
years). Thisis at present thought to be adequate for strategic planning.

Other new entities

"General": the data model represents a view of the world, including its current
state and predictions of the future, at a given pointin time. The "General™
entity provides a place to document when the present is, in the units of time
being used (typically years).

Strategic Marketing Plan: it is conceivable that a single set of data based on the
model (e.g. a single computer system database) might be used for more than one
marketing plan, as different plans might, for example, relate to the some of the
same markets. The Strategic Marketing Plan entity has been introduced to
model this. [t relates to the business unit for which the plan is being created.

Objectives

Corporate Objectives are features of the business unit, and relate to a specific
point the future; so they are represented by Business Unit Snapshots. Marketing
objectives relate to a specific product for market, and again include specification
of a time in the future at which they are to be met, so they pertain to Product For
Market Snapshots. Many marketing objectives can be represented by standard
attributes such as market share and sales volume; but arbitrary quantifiable
objectives for the Product For Market are also possible, and to allow this a
Product for Market may have one or more "Other Objectives”.

45



Exmar Analysis Report 5/9/88

3.5 Technique interrelationships

3.5.1 Data used by techniques
The (rather messy) diagram below shows the data used as input by some
of the techniques modelled. It uses the simpler Data Model (Il).

LC
_'_/] " INVOLVE '/)
*name INVOLVE-
MARKETOR | ¢ need fultilled (deti ) p Score on MAFs, BUSINESS
—~ MENT IN | andoverallscore
MARKET / ¢ UNIT
*size ! MARKET |;
SEGMENT | egrowthinfo(t C) ! | =
®CSF's \ (actual tential) (selfor ) name
R \ actual or potentia competitor) e Definition
S~ R \ H e Planning
\\\\ H period
Ve ! ® Relation to
\ R H organisation
N R e s NN structure
\\ DPM |"=== === oo I~ ®Market
BOSTON| .~/ ’:' attractiveness
, ; S factors (MAFs)
’ . ' [
’ ; e 4 ’
l, ! // ’, I,
° differenti,atio,r'\ (=10 ¢ OBJECTIVE
® market share” * PN
PRODUCT FOR ® costs “i“u // FAAN
MARKET ® score on/CSFs, +~oyerall score
enew/exifting ./ = TT-=.l PORTER
Y ® price/ajerage ptice T
esalesvolume > _ '
\\\ ‘f
1
;]
ANSOFF
; !
]
1
is sold /l
into !
P ; /
1 ]
' i
l‘ I’
PRODUCT ; ;
* name;/ K
BASIC COMPOSITE | [ PORTFOLIO o costs '’ )
PRODUCT | | PRODUCT ® new/existing
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The diagrams below show various connections identified between techniques.
They assume that by using a technique, any data required by it is entered into
the model by some means, so the data is available for another technique.

3.5.2 Technique interrelationships (1)

CRITICAL MARKET
q

SUCCESS ATTRACTIVENESY market growth

FACTORS TABLE FACTORS TABLE

A 4 /
horizontal axis
vertical axis LIFE
CYCLE
A
redictions

CSFs directional P
generalise pohcy guldelmes
Porter current growth

__|_ DIRECTIONAL | forecast GAP X BOSTON
X  |POLICY MATRIX | ¢——p] ANALYSIS X | MATRIX

gap

/ gap volume

differentiation, to aid
in forecasting

%wwwv-—

new ideas

MATRIX

/ X ANSOFF
X | PORTER I x| MATRIX
X

COST

cost k EXPERIENCE
CURVE

future cost

» :provides x asinputto
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3.5.3 Technique interrelationships (ll)
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directional growt
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B. Sample EXMAR screen snapshots

This appendix contains some sample printouts of screen layouts for the four versions of
the EXMAR system. It is organised in four parts:

Bl. Demonstrator

B2.  Prototype

B3.  MacroScope system
B4.  Visual Basic system.

These screen snapshots are used to illustrate the description of the different versions of
the system in chapter 6.

B1. Demonstrator

Contents:

B1.1 Navigation: main browser and a detailed browser

B1.2 Data entry example: current market snapshot and CSF scores
B1.3 Graphics example: Porter matrix

B1.4 DPM, with advice and gap gauge



main browser and a detailed browser

Figure Bl.1 Navigation
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current market snapshot and CSF scores

Figure B1.2 Data entry example
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Figure B1.3 Graphics example: Porter matrix
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Figure B1.4 DPM, with advice and gap gauge
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B2. Prototype

Contents:

B2.1 Task overview

B2.2 Process support: action panel, guidance browser and status display
B2.3 Process advice: avoiding clustered circles on DPM

B2.4 Data form example: CSFs

B2.5 DPM, and data form obtained from it

B2.6 DPM advice

B2.7 Gap gauge
B2.8 Defining strategies: CSF score changes and related text



rview

2.1 Task ove

Figure B
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I, guidance browser and status display

action pane

.

B2.2 Process support

Figure
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Figure B2.3 Process advice: avoiding clustered circles on DPM
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4 Data form example: CSFs

Figure B2.
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Figure B2.5 DPM, and data form obtained from it
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B2.6 DPM advice

Figure
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Figure B2.7 Gap gauge
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: CSF score changes and related text

Figure B2.8 Defining strategies.

oysdeus 39 IeN-J0J-3INPOI]

DNpoIg (PoOITPUT JO ¥ G UTYITM s[anay Butomnrd 1ag (g
J93BuvIY Yoreasayy
1933y (A3a118nb 3urond porgpul yoerd, (v

Suonoe
o1310adg laIews JueIodwy SIY1 UT 93BYS 1ayFNL Pring
0l ¥3pIo Uy surdivw 11j01d moj 1d300Y 0] DIV M
‘DOIZTPU] JO BUIITIA YD 1

I IRUL [eITURY) J0J ssuidieag 1dl
SHIDALVILS

0t | :xeyrpadure) Tl |: jaae ur ypBuanyg
10
9'T 8 9'T 8 0z uoddng |:¢
o't § (A 9 0T 93V |1y
9'0 9 L0 2 0T UONEBHUBIAIHC |:¢
1 A4 8 v'T 8 0E 201d |1
v'T L 4 9 0Z Arend |
voninqrnuo)| Joynadure) | vepynqrijued 21008 Sram J0300 §
1a3vuvy S—

$a1391841Q 189G

8]

%%\%7//4Z.vv3438.Ssoaooooovvﬂ.vvwv?fu?ﬁ.?f§§3§o§§.¥§§§o§o§hﬁhﬂﬁ§g/%?é#vﬁ#%.vvvgﬁ.ﬁﬁzﬁézﬁ.v».uov.

S8AN09fqQ ssassy
saAnoafq 183
§31391831S PUB SIANDA[QO 188

1580930, asprswung
sa1eg 101pAXg
$8100G SSUaANOVINY 19418 101p313
§3300G 10108, §532001Q [BONIID 101p8Id

1B Yita drysuonieiey 101paig

1svd3i0g
juswnoog] B0UBRpINY souepIny
ue|q Bunaxysepy Bujuue|d Buaxiely wasAg

€606 19] +1osm01g 20uRpInn @

A A AR A s L f

14






B3. MacroScope system

Contents:

B3.1 Status display

B3.2 Mission and objectives

B3.3 Define markets

B3.4 Ansoff matrix

B3.5 CSF bar chart

B3.6 Opportunities and threats

B3.7 Directional policy matrix

B3.8 Market size and revenue (Trends stage)
B3.9 Market attractiveness (Trends stage)
B3.10 Marketing objectives

B3.11 Product life cycle (Objectives stage)
B3.12 Strategies (1): CSF score changes
B3.13 Strategies (2): associated actions
B3.14 Assess marketing objectives

B3.15 Gap Analysis

B3.16 Plan parameters (1)

B3.17 Plan parameters (2)

15



91

| ' j1eEM @seald "*° 9114 BUTJUTd |
:AdoBagen qonpoad i genaey “uusuouh

191 PATHN) SS8UTSNg &cuﬂhzm
mcowuumﬂmm »cmhu:u 43

e
RN

I4IN-paId

LG8 DAL

53A1309(qQ $S3ssy : S8y623RAYS B
. : s2a1308(qQ 38§

suoyjdunssy

SpusJdl 3oIpadg

pnY asiJewuun
&pwuawu [EIQUEUT 4

JLUj) ssauyrsng
sUTJ3(¢

Avydsip smpis 1 2481



LI

SSaUTSEN 810D WS UTYJTH
aTqTssod alaym UOTIRTIUDISIITQ

9661 AqQ %09 ‘_ | B SI8W0YShD 4sSou JoO
03 S3UBW3E8s pajeTIULILIITPUN : 1 i jusuaiThbax Tej0} ButAgsTiesh
: w Ba0TAI38/8%0npoad Jo aguey

..C‘. .m..

squauvodwon 19

F1EUT saataaglo

E P A 4 P PR 450

$241192[q0 pup HOISSIN  7°'cg 24811



4%&5»0? NSRRI %%%%wz

()men () 3esaen burysyxg

M0 uT paseq
sd43seyDdnd um;vmstu MC&COQEOU

»

pue sdsJdnjoejnueuw Jde)
uor3draosag

SATIOWOINY| suey

BwWel 340Ys

Sioy.ow dulfaq  §'¢g an8Ly



61

AR AR R AR S O kg S R INE B Y FRIRPR AN A FR

r
o0
a&gaﬁt-mhhd

. <yt at
.. bi’ﬂ.d&ﬂ'ﬂ
e

%%,, %ﬁgm%ﬁﬁ

Xpgow ffosuy  poeg aandLy



poJddpu]

v -

£
f
$40}3084 S$BDONG [ERJI[A] $
- . 9
0 w ] Ns :HVCGLM,V
1230 .
ta
zfr9e JusDIld _ g
P 24005 &
pRYYBT A
abk
JIRYD ARG SI0Y0EJ SS8DING TERIATITID
dray STSATRUY LOAS I9Npuosg :1Idny | mopuTh'| asor]’

10H2 4D 1ISD  §EG 2nSL]



| (4

sanss] Aoy s : ﬁ,m p ﬁw, 7 s
. Aal ajaTaq f| ajepdn ., = aay | a3218g [ ajepdn
+hof-F H1230 10 KT g d D & ,
+ —.. - PX E b .,m) F -
1 %

¥ S1aIhyaEnled™iq BUTSRUIINU™TequTy § § FATTTRND B TUPSIN0RET S TI=UT-TEN]

eaal e T 10N 110 =)
= e 5 e e £ - 3 =ies
: QNpnAds s I s=alTSh o=an oy T
= mr»nmv . ¥ 8 Jm,ﬁ»mw M - IT m U‘M ==
= = 143 HU-S3TLTHNL Y0d40 i
d1ad | - STSATEUUZIIASERNDUOAE ) ToNY Aoputa | asor)

Sipa.yfy pup sapjuniiodd() 9'sq aan8Ly



(44

= v T Ga ™ " v~ T

JIEM aseayd vt A1) BUTIUTIG

sgurIeaq ;Ai08agw] Jonpold o3ny Awmﬁwz Jeagigy Lusnuﬁ
1491 “awcn mmwzam:m dyIAGLHY ,zwﬂw
- SUDTIOTAS JUBSING WUUNT, L., kb e
¥ 1] | | [ ateasay | [ weipay.]
‘ anuaaay jaNJep-3onpodd STOIFUD)
_ _ s$Y3BuUBA}IS BATIRIDY
wayg-osoxdgigl . 6080 héd*o R R
1828314~001d8791 SEONAARIIN M
19zas14~1ea0gq1 _ °
b :,\3mmmHMWqumkn sYy36uUadlg antjeay y
mvaxuazluusuoaa pajIRy IEUR ®
T f4359404-94ng14g1 ”
A1988104-gdnggI 3
way3-gdngia weyd-gdnsiat B N
® Wayj-aragig]l e
J08T3-1e3q97141 uayj-4esggl a4
(¥ | Ighy-Te391d ) )
S} ICY-JONPOI] PRIIVLIG 308(3-4838791 E 3
g
@ saaTy08lqo o3ny-4e3gg] )
e spuaiy] T s
» 31PNy Aoy =t
syoysdeus/ XTIJeN AO9TT0d TRUOTJIAIT]
XI41UN AJI0d TUHOILIFNIG ;
_ aﬁm: | JTPNY asTIiewwng * ROPUTA [ esot1a)

mw:aavmmn: T suorqdenssy ] 1 4 E]atun ssautsng . ﬂmumzmw

xripout Aoppod ppuoysonq [ cg aanSny



7

RO I P IITE U ST DR RIS I VWA

2

s

A

o

S IIRSLIIT A PR, RIS RSP 200,

S ARSI

i

094 ki
094 ke
002 ‘L
808 ‘65
0zl ek

L X4

000 ‘L2 00°096¢E
000 ‘)2 00°094€E
000 ¢0%2 00°096¢€
008 ‘91 00*096¢E
000 ‘2t 00°096¢

00°'09§€E

3@5&52Q2§§2§G%ﬁ3§§<%MQE&E

000 ‘2§
000 ‘kS
000 °“SS
000 ‘94
00S ‘LS

- - acacacaaa §



¥t

(a8pjs spuady) ssauaanovp 1YW 6°€E 2n3L]

sm:u;oohamqﬂnﬂ
1929914-001dg 191}
308T73-1e3q7d I
wayj-IesqiqIg
ou:csumomgmﬁm



aATisalqg ol spuai} maou|ﬁ

ajepdn fe

00°0
00°0
000
000
000
000
00°0
00 "0
a0 "0
¥ 9 °EE

Ll

gEtok
68 "8E
9€ "9¢
00°0¢
Lgroze
96 *0¢
S9°E}
2ht2¢€
bk g

89 €€

094 *hié
094 “hd
002 “Vé
808 6§
02d 2k
00€ ‘29
ogh “ge
0ké<So
008 ‘Lt
000 ‘89

000 ‘ke
000 ‘e
000°¢02
008 ‘9
000 ‘2
008 ‘L)
000°¢g

000 “6
000 °*S

000 02

3

st

00°0
&8 "€
3
28"t
89 e
89 e
b6 "L
b6l
bk oy
bR

O 0 C O 0 OO0 0 O O

00°096¢ 000
00 *094€ 00°0
00°09S€ 00°0
00 *094€ a0 "0
00°09GE 000
00°*005€ 000
00°*094E 000
00"09k€ 00°0
00°094¢ 00 "0
00*Q0kE 0a°o
s

Tifeice B

LERELEMIEEP:

19, ueu

Rty

saan2afqo Sunayipy or°cq 24n31y

e

000 ‘es
000 ‘K¢S
000°¢SS
00094
006 LS
005 44
009 8¢
009 “gs
g2k ‘64
g8ch 64

AODUTH

06
L6
28
£6
6
ke
$6
¢6
96
96

b O O koo

85071



9

SR R B AR R A N A R 2 4 A N e NN R R A NS

S SRR FIRAR LR I FAE RPN

9651 G661 W66V  E66L @66 V66L 066k

p \\wmzmw& ~ togéee
~omiondS)
:C‘ . o roqmqm
mm %xm Aayey 5
AR L0210 n
\&\ Gt e u
B \\\m ) .\\w\\\ v ..Oomm:. a
‘.
‘ m\wwwﬁm ) ogors  a
\\\\\\ Sl v 3
@___33}@ 0ghes
e N atzeg
\\»SQM N
\\wnu. \\m\\m\\\m QM % rDWOmw
- A& vt
“ynposd;det 3 @ ey Aonate
miuumhm jonpoxd i 115
ua onpog . X aTten
pustl fmm,gm 00 "0259 | anTed QOOk X 8TEAS
TIDRD HADT LIANHYW-LONAOHJI ﬁ
dray | | Sarfajewaa§ pue saarloalqo 195 1SAAILDICLHO | AOpUTh | @sor) !

(23Dis saa1102[q()) 2945 afi] 1onpoag [1-sg 2an81y



L7

Adajexyg Bd sanssy A9y

$a3uvo 24008 J§7) (1) sotSawus zr ‘£ 24n3ug



87

j1em asedifd " Byl mcmwcgga

sgutIeaq 1AJ1o03aqe] jonpord ony
R A :

$leiIell  Xeaggl ;ionpold

I $3TUN SSAUTSNY YUIALINI
X3

all Ado
AOY :3uToTad Tenuue ut sjerodioou]
ATiajaenb Butotad aATyT3oduos yoex)

PBABIYOR 3Q UOTIDE STYY [[TM MmOy

IBW BuTIUN poid

SYTTYQISuUcdsay

(9661 Aq 0001 2 ook ‘c oq
doip 09 pejoadxs) aotad g ,pordpul yoqey

UGT3}D® 8} Jo UGT3diJosap 34045 € B5ATH

| 90T1d|  suey 48]
TTe3aq £Fajexss

sqe11s 8 8,0q0

LR el
SUONID PajpIdossy () satdaipdis ¢ °sg aan8Ly




094 ‘hé
002 ‘L
808 ‘64
o=2L ek

00E£°29
oglh‘ge
Okhé‘“s9
008 ‘L
ooo 89

000 °¢)Ke
00002
008 ‘94
0002}
008 ‘Lt
000 °“g

000 ‘6
000°¢4

ooo om

00°096E
00°09G¢
00°09S€E
00°095€
00°096€
00"00SE
00°096€
00°09kE
00°039%¢
00°00kE

006 LS
009 ‘88§
009 °gS
g2k ¢6¢

RS Ln»” 2

—soueN 103 TadifeTueur |

SR L SRt e L B A

$241122190 Bugyayivul ssassy  procg aandig



U1

§ MR 1 P TRET BRL 4D Y

0 Tos el dbi s e

R e cRA L L g TP R .‘a.\b\s*
. S,
%%
3

A
2 R i
K duc

puaxj
uoTgeIjauad j8yaey
JuaudoTaAasg 3onpoxd
UOTSUS3X3 3onpoad
UO3eOTITSIBATQ

| 5 saaTanal

PN A Al o Ho il B

+ dTaH n

+ Sy IS

(HOISUAIXS JoxTeul, peal pIroys uoisusixa jonpoid, yomm up Snq aremyos Suipueisino ue sopnjout yoysdeus UsaIos Iy} 210N

DRI IR,

gL
Ao

7

1. YT

SISATUNY duD
S3AL103PQ0O S559S5SY

0651
056621
096EhL
046461
086141
066584

000002
TLS
000 X 3TROS

Teaauan g

sisppuy dooy ¢rsq an8ugy



1€

(1) s4orawvand uvjg 9f°sg aand1y



(43

SRt e,

| ajepdp’

S

| w2y ] | .93912q

— K ~ M MNB m W ﬂ E H Q . 3 232 5 43 U R B3 K 2 & N g ....«..&.uv..;....v.wxav.ﬁ”..n.a 2

yAxodaje] jonpod

1

e V- ﬁ _ 0-€
aay | | -9
A D m _ . m u L - Ok
. e1.43314) Bur.oog
BUTIyBIaN A0}0E4 SSIDONG TEDIIV.A] K jﬁ : :

0 1 1830] BupjubteMm  Buey y.aoys

0 i1e3ol

*00L 40 30 54005

s 858 o Yoed 9S00UD S4unysSnd b7 . s |
‘ h_mw acmﬁom,&fa: N a_om ,mwwos .,wﬁw oy 004 40 51099€} 9 O aaéww,a Jeneu
BUTIYBTAN 8103084 8S800Ng TRATITID A  3no a.0dg5 10308y Yy doy - o:ww;m Lwﬁ:um.ﬁwawm 3 nof |

mwwcmﬁoash SURU J40Us Y $30RA3)E jRyM “Spdom J3Y3o Ul

sI1ajoupIed Wa)sAS JUSTOM euwey JIOYS d030R4 SSaUAATIORIY
A il as Sd013Ud 1JUdLIY LIAdUR L1nu4d3aa

| AOBUTA ~ ikl . sI3ja9uwRIR] WaSAy

= BRI | #oputh | asor)

540134 SS303N0S WIILTAD 1nudda

\ dnjag rasp

RN

s1ajoweled

R R R s

Texauag
aoputall @sota

(2) sto10umand unyg (1 2an81,]



B4. Visual Basic system

As described in chapter 5, this version of EXMAR resulted from coding by Strategic
Marketing Systems Ltd to the author’s specification. The cooperation of Strategic
Marketing Systems Ltd, who own the copyright in the resulting programme, in
reproducing these diagrams from the system is gratefully acknowledged.

Contents:

B4.1 Ansoff matrix and perceptual map

B4.2 Gap analysis

B4.3 Extracts from sample plan (1 of 4): contents

B4 .4 Extracts from sample plan (2 of 4): market overview
B4.5 Extracts from sample plan (3 of 4): SWOT analysis
B4.6 Extracts from sample plan (4 of 4): Portfolio summary
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Figure B4.1 Ansoff matrix and perceptual map
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Figure B4.2 Gap analysis

Gap Analysis

800—
T

B Target
B Diversification
Market Extension

B Product Development

B Market Penetration

0
Dec 94 Dec 95 Dec 96 Dec 97 Dec 98 Dec 99
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Figure B4.3 Extracts from sample plan (1 of 4): contents

Strategic marketing plan: IBL 1997-1999

CONTENTS
1. Mission Statement........cccciinimmiiiccnmmninemmimenenssesnmmmmmmensmn.s 1
2. Summary of Performance ........c..uunuue eaeernesenreesssssereessennnrEsasRae R e e nneeneenntnesssnns &
2.1 Revenue and Market Share.........ccvvvieiiiiiieiiiiieeciiineececsreiirsseessssiieeesesavsssnesenes 2
2.2 MATZIN ceouereiiiieee sttt sree sttt etas st s et s bt e e sa et e e bbe e e bt e e atesenne e s nseeane 2
3. Financial Summary of Strategic Plan......cc..cccecviimiicnniscnenisssnnissnsniscesniscscsens 3
4. Market OVerVIEW ...ccicccerisiscnnicasssensmmmsssnnemasssnsssessssnssmsssssssnssssanssssssnansssssansasssas 4
5. SWOT Analysis of Major Product-Markets.........cccocvscmssssenmmsncnssasssssnssesans 6
5.1 ASSEmDbLIEs - FOOQ ..uuuriiiriiiiiieiiie ettt e ee st e st e s e sere e s s es 6
5.2 Bearings - EIECHICAL ....ccoveiiriiiiiciiiiiieneernrccreccrtce et 7
5.3 Bearings - FOOQ.....ccoovuiimiiriiiiieciincie ittt sttt 8
5.4 HIghPErTB = AULO .cciiiiiiiiiiiiiiieeieeiierieeeteee s e s siir e e esssnseeeessesasnaneseessssnnsnsenens 9
5.5 Systems - ChemiCAl .....cccvuuieiiiiiieiieeieeeeeeee ettt a e beeeesereesane e 10
5.6 Systems - EIECTICAL ......ceiiiiiriiieeiiieeiriieeeiireessiete et e ssteeesbaeeeseeessaeneesessanaeesans 11
6. Portfolio SUMMArY....cccccciiviscniicnissssnssensnsssenessensnessssssssessssnnsssssnssessnssanssses 12
7. Overall ASSUMPLIONS....cciiiiiiisisiscsmntiininisscssesennnissasssnsssnsmssessssnssssmmassssssanessanee 15
8. Summary of Marketing Objectives and Strategies .......cccurermmsenrsssarcasensesss 16
8.1 ASSEMDbIIESs - FOOQ ..ccuiiieiiiiiiieeeeiiee ettt e s sba e e e e s e 16
8.2 Bearings - ELectriCal .....ccooviieriiiiiiiiiieettte et 17
8.3 Bearings - FOO......cooiiriiiieeiereee ettt e 18
8.4 HIZhPEITB = AULO ....eeueeiiuiirireieieieie st ettt sireste et tsbesbe s b sbe s e e besaesnenas 19
8.5 Systems - ChEMUCAL ......occueeriiiiieiincitenieenire e ste et eesre e stessbsesssnnaessseens 20
8.6 Systems - EIECITICAL .....ceieiiriieiieirieeccrecrrecesrie e e s str e st esse e e s saae e s s ssnaaannbne s 21

Produced by EXMAR on:  29/03/96 at 11:05
Generated by: Hugh Wilson
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Figure B4.4 Extracts from sample plan (2 of 4): market overview

4.2 Market Size Comparison

Market Overview

N Current

Revenue

B Trend

Assemblies-Food

Bearings-Electrical
Bearings-Food
HighPerfB-Auto
Systems-Chemical
Systems-Electrical

4.3 Market Attractiveness
MAF Comparison

B VolumeGrowth
B Proftability
B MarketSize

B Compintensity

Bearings-Electrical ‘
Bearings-Food
HighPerfB-Auto

Systems-Chemical |

Systems-Electrical

Assemblies-Food
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Figure B4.5 Extracts from sample plan (3 of 4): SWOT analysis
5.2 Bearings - Electrical

CSF Comparison

B Qualty
B ProductDesign
B Price

B Delivery

Opportunities and Threats

Opportunities Use new distribution system to match AMC delivery
Address perceived price difficulties through selective
discounts to major accounts and sales materials

emphasising lifetime cost

Threats Continuing success of rivals’ quality initiatives
Possible price war when trade barriers reduced next
year

Key Issues Regain quality/design high ground while maintaining

service leadership
Modification of pricing strategy to increase
penetration of selective accounts

Co;npetitor Analysis: AMC

Summary of strengths High perceived quality following previous difficulties
Good bespoke design skills
Aggressive pricing

Summary of weaknesses While service not currently a major issue in this

market, AMC probably weak here
Some major accounts reluctant to use due to past
experience - lingering image problem
Business Direction and Continue market share strategy with investment as
current Objectives/Strategies  necessary
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Figure B4.6 Extracts from sample plan (4 of 4): portfolio summary

6. Portfolio summary

6.1 Current situation

Market Growth

Market Attractiveness

Boston Matrix

High

......

Bearings-Food
HighPerfB-Auto

7
2 Q@@

Assemblies-Food

Systems-Electrical
Systems-Chemical
Bearings-Electrical

Qe e

Low
High

High.

Low

Relative Market Share

Directional Policy Matrix

Bearings-Food
HighPerfB-Auto

Assemblies-Food

Systems-Electrical
Systems-Chemical
Bearings-Electrical

20200

@

@

Low
High

Low

Relative Strength in Market
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C. Questionnaire

There follows a copy of the questionnaire used in the survey of Exmar users.

EXMAR USERS’ QUESTIONNAIRE

This questionnaire is for each person who has been involved with Exmar in your organisation, whatever your
involvement has been - whether, for example, as a hands-on user, a participant in an Exmar-aided planning
session, a recipient of reports incorporating Exmar output, a director/manager of Exmar users, or an executive

evaluating the system. It is designed to discover your personal views about Exmar, rather than the views of the

organisation.

For the purposes of this questionnaire, the following terms are used.

- Marketing planning is the planned application of marketing resources to achieve marketing objectives.
-  Marketing objectives are the targets or goals to be pursued and achieved within a given time period.

- A marketing plan is a written statement of these objectives and how they are to be achieved.

How to complete the questionnaire:
Please answer all the questions
There are no right or wrong answers - just answer according to your current views

Many of the questions ask for a response on a scale of 1 (you strongly disagree with the statement) to 5 (you
strongly agree with the statement). Please circle one number that most closely corresponds to your views

When considering questions relating to your organisation, assume each applies to the organisational unit most
relevant to you, for example the corporate whole, a single business unit, or a division

Finally, return the questionnaire in the pre-paid envelope provided.

Data gathered through this questionnaire will be treated in the strictest confidence. No information that
would identify a company or an individual will be provided to Exmar developers, distributors, or indeed to

anyone other than the researchers.



11

12

13

14

15

16

EFFECT ON THE PLANNING PROCESS

Because of Exanar's focus on certain marketing tools and techniques, we use a
narrower range of them than we did before

Consistent use of Exmar within an organisation would ensure that a
consistent logical process is followed at all levels

Using Exmar leads to more effective use of marketing tools and techniques
Exmar forces yon to use too rigid a planning process
Exmar ensures that common pitfalls in marketing planning are avoided

Our procedures for marketing planning in this organisation are so structured
that they act as a hindrance rather than a help

Exmar guides the user through a logical process, ensuring key aspects are
covered

EFFECT ON UTILISATION OF DATA

Due to Exmar, more of the information I need in marketing planning is
available

Due to Exmar, less of the relevant data is considered in marketing decisions
Exmar highlights areas where further information is required

The system provides a useful central point for key data

Exmar reduces the accuracy of information used in planning

It takes longer to obtain the information I want with Exmar than without it

EXPLORING ALTERNATIVE STRATEGIES

When planning for a product/market, the route to be taken is normally clear
from our previous strategy

With Exmar, you consider fewer alternative strategies than you would using
pen and paper

Exmar provides the "fresh pair of eyes” that is essential if planning is to be
able to break the accepted truths that have been built up by the organisation

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Agree
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18

19

20

21

24

26

31

33

During marketing planning in this organisation, a number of alternative
strategies are considered in depth

With Exmar, alternative approaches are considered in less detail than would
happen without the system

TIME USAGE

I 'have sufficient time to devote the effort needed to marketing planning
Exmar leads to less efficient use of management time

Exmar relieves time constraints when planning

Our planning process is compressed into too short a period

Exmar reduces the amount of time required to complete a plan

Exmar reduces the time needed to update a plan for subsequent years

Exmar increases the time spent on clerical/secretarial activities supporting
marketing planning

COMMUNICATION EFFECTIVENESS

Functions other than marketing are extensively involved in the marketing
planning process

Exmar makes it more difficult to understand points made by each other when
planning

Exmar increases the isolation of the marketing function from other functions
such as operations

Each marketing plan in our organisation is primarily produced by ome
individual

Exunar leads to a less equal level of participation between executives involved
in marketing planning

The system increases the degree of consensus about conclusions reached
during planning

Exmar leads to greater agreement on the process for the development of a
marketing plan

Exmar is normally used by a single individual rather than a group

Strongly
Agree



35

36

37

38

39

41

42

43

45

47

49

Marketing planning discussions become less focused on the task in hand
when Exmar is used
PLAN QUALITY

In this organisation, the marketing plan may document what objectives are to
be achieved, but it does not specify how they are to be achieved

You can easily pick out the important points in our marketing plans

The intervention required to achieve objectives is better documented when
Exmar is used

Exmnar increases the problem of marketing plans containing too much detail

When plans are produced with Exmar's assistance, the really critical
information can be identified more easily

Exmar increases my confidence in marketing planning decisions

Our marketing plans contain too much detail

LEARNING EFFECTS

Exmar has given me a better idea of the necessary steps in marketing
planning

Exmar spreads marketing planning knowledge and expertise throughout the
organisation

It's easier for the organisation to preserve and build up its marketing
knowledge and expertise if it doesn't use Exmar

Exmar increases understanding of one's markets and the organisation's place
within them
Use of Exmar has increased my knowledge of marketing tools and techniques

Due to Exmar, we are now more confused over definitions of planning terms

MARKETING PLANNING WITHIN THE ORGANISATION
Senior management fully understand the concept and role of marketing

The information needed to plan effectively is not available

Strongly

Strongly
Agree
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51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

61

62

63

65

67

Top management are unwilling to think beyond today's needs or problems

Strategic goals are clearly defined by top-level management at the start of the
planning process

Senior managers provide adequate feedback on proposed strategies during
development of marketing plans

Plans are followed through to turn them into action

Senior management comprehend and support the principle of marketing
planning

Once produced, our marketing plans sit on a shelf unread until next year

Due to Exmar, senior management's support for marketing planning has
increased

Our marketing plans are implemented better due to Exinar

Communications between planners and senior management are direct and
frequent

Exmar has kept planning live rather than being a once a year exercise never
again referred to

Exmar reduces top management's involvement in the marketing planning
process

EXMAR IMPLEMENTATION
I was given sufficient training to use Exmar

Top management feels that the time and resource spent on Exmar is wisely
invested

I can get adeguate support on how to use Exmar

Senior management is strongly in favour of the concept of Exmar

ATTITUDE TOWARDS MARKETING PLANNING
1 am more daunted by the task of marketing planning due to Exmar

Marketing planning is essential in the increasingly competitive business
environment that exists today

My eathusiasm for marketing planning has increased due to Exmar

Strongly
Disagree

Strongly
Agree

W



69

70

71

74

75

76

80

81

83

85

I have a thorough understanding of marketing tools and techniques

I have a thorough understanding of the marketing planning process

EXMAR'S EASE OF USE

Exmar is easy to learn

I feel able to control Exmar

Exmar is clear and understandable

Exmar's user interface is flexible

It is hard to become skilful in operating Exmar

Exmar is difficult to use

OVERALL SATISFACTION

Exmar does not offer significant help to marketing practitioners in the
preparation of marketing plans

I have become dependent on Exmar

Exmar is extremely useful

As a result of Exmar, I am seen as more valuable in this organisation
All in all I think that Exmar is an important system for this organisation
I personally benefited from the existence of Exmar in this organisation
I have come to rely on Exmar in performing my job

Exmar offers the potential to help marketing practitioners significantly in the
preparation of marketing plans after further development

Marketing planning is effective within this organisation

EXMAR PURCHASING

To what extent were you involved in the decision to purchase Exmar?

No

1

2

Iwas

3

Strongly
Agree

My purchase
involvement  consuited decision

4

5



ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

This section is designed to collect background information on your position within the organisation and your use of Exmar.

86 Name of your organisation

87 Name of your division/business unit (if appropriate)

88 Your name

89 Title of your position

90 Within which functional area are you employed?

[ ] Marketing/sales

{] Computing/IT

[ 1 Finance/accounting
[ ] General management
[ ] Production

[] Technical

[] Personnel

[1 Other (please specify)

91 For what period, if any, has your job inclnded an involvement in marketing planning?
___years ___ months (Enter 0 if none).

92 In what ways have you used Exmar? Tick all those that apply.

[ ] Managed users of Exmar

[] Operated the system personally
[ 1 Participated in planming session(s) in which Exmar was used, but where the system was operated by a colleague

[] Collected information to input into Exmar
[ ] Received information incorporating outputs from Exmar, e.g. marketing plans, reports, presentations

[1 Other (please specify)

93 What has been the purpose of your use of Exmar? Tick all those that apply.

[1 To evaluate Exmar's potential
[1 To aid in marketing planning
[] To learn more about marketing planning

[ 1 Other (please specify)

94 Roughly bow many hours have you spent operating Exmar, or participating
in sessions where the system was used, in the last year?

95 How many months have you been using Exmar?

96 How many organisational levels are you below the chief executive or
managing director of the organisation?



97 How many employees report to you, if any? ( Enter 0 if none.)
98 What budget are you responsible for, if any? (Enter 0 if none.)

99 What plans have you produced, or helped to produce, with Exmar's assistance?
[ ] Strategic marketing plan(s) (> 1 year ahead). Specify planning period (years):
{ ] 1-year marketing plan(s)
[ ] Corporate/business unit plan (> I year ahead). Specify planning period (years):
[ 1 1-year corporate/business unit plan
[ ] Other (please list): Planning period:

Please list any positive or negative effects of Exmar you do not feel have been adequately covered by this questionnaire.
Feel free to attach an additional sheet if you would like more space.

Are there any featares of Exmar, or missing features, that in your view have an impact on how much Exmar is used, or
how effective it is, in your organisation?

Are there any other factors that in your view have had an impact on how useful or effective Exmar is in your

organisation?

Thank you for taking the time to complete this questionnaire.



D. Refereed Papers

This appendix contains double blind refereed academic papers on the research. All of
these papers have been published jointly with my supervisor, Professor Malcolm
McDonald. A note on our respective roles may be helpful. Papers 2 to 4 were drafted
entirely by me, although my supervisor has naturally been influential in defining the
research direction, discussing ideas and commenting on methodology, results and
paper drafts. Paper 1 was drafted jointly. The papers are as follows:

1. McDonald, M.HB. and Wilson, HN. (1990) State-of-the-art Developments in
Expert Systems and Strategic Marketing Planning. British Journal of Management,

1, 159-170.

Describes the EXMAR demonstrator version within the context of a discussion of
the applicability of expert systems to marketing planning and of the senses in which
the expert systems term can, and cannot, be applied to EXMAR. Also reflects on
the development process leading to the demonstrator system.

2. Wilson, HN. and McDonald, M. H.B. (1994a) Decision Support Systems as
Learning Aids: The Case of Marketing Planning. Refereed paper, Proceedings of
the Marketing Education Group Annual Conference, University of Ulster, 1028-

1037.

Presents an early analysis of data from the EXMAR multiple-case study (chapter 8)
relating to the system’s hypothesised learning impact. This is placed within the
context of a literature review of the role of decision support systems as learning aids
and an exploration of the analogy of decision support systems as process

consultants.

3. Wilson, HN. and McDonald, M.-HB. (1994b) Critical Problems in Marketing
Planning: The Potential of Decision Support Systems. Journal of Strategic

Marketing, 2, 249-2609.

Reviews the rationale for applying DSS to marketing planning (presented in more
detail in chapters 2 and 3), and then presents findings from the EXMAR system

design evaluation (discussed more briefly in chapter 6).

4. Wilson, H.N. and McDonald, M.H.B. (1996) Computer aided marketing planning:
the experience of early adopters. Accepted for Journal of Marketing Management,

scheduled for publication in Vol 12(5).

Presents results from the ‘exploration of generality of findings’ relating to planning
systems for multiple product-markets (presented in more detail in chapter 9).
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State-of-the-Art Developments in Expert Systems
and Strategic Marketing Planning

Malcolm H. B. McDonald and Hugh N. Wilson

Cranfield School of Management, Cranfield, Bedford MK43 0AL

SUMMARY  This paper describes a case history of the development of an Expert System in Strategic
Marketing Planning codenamed EXMAR. It traces the evolution of the system from
the formation of the DTI club two years ago to the launch of the prototype model.
The paper outlines the technical and domain-specific obstacles encountered en route
and how these were overcome. A number of conclusions are drawn from the project.
The principal one is that there is a bright future for expert systems in the field of

strategic management.

Professor Malcolm McDonald is the principal expert to the club. Hugh Wilson is
a senior consultant with Artificial Intelligence Ltd. He was also the knowledge engineer
and the project manager. For readers who would like a simple explanation of Expert
Systems, please refer to Professor McDonald’s paper ‘Marketing Planning and Expert
Systems: an Epistemology of Practice’, Marketing Intelligence and Planning, 7, 7/8,

1989.

1. Introduction

Although Expert Systems in one form or another,
have been around for nearly a quarter of a century,
virtually no progress has been made in their appli-
cation to the domain of marketing and there are
few products and no on-line systems available
(Moutinho, 1988; Foster, 1985). This is principally
due to the prohibitive costs involved in building
Expert Systems, and there are no shortcuts to build-
ing them. It takes a considerable amount of skill,
patience and several years of effort to develop an
Expert System in a new area and get it in the field
(Cebrzynski, 1987). It is even more difficult to con-
sider building a system in a ‘soft” domain such as
marketing, as this paper will illustrate. It is interest-
ing to note, then, how the system which is the sub-
ject of this paper came into being.

During the 1980s, Japanese activity in the field
of Expert Systems and related technologies
prompted the EEC to give birth to the ESPRIT pro-
gramme in an attempt to integrate European
efforts. This in turn led to the DTI sponsored ALVEY
and ED programmes, and other initiatives. An out-
crop of these is a new DTI-sponsored club called
EXMAR. EXMAR is a club of ten major British com-

1045-3172/90/030159-12 $06.00
© 1990 by John Wiley & Sons, Ltd.

panies. Formed in 1987, its objectives are to investi-
gate the possibility of computerized assistance for
strategic marketing planning by the development
of a prototype, and to spread awareness of expert
systems in club member organizations. It is funded
by contributions from the member companies, and
by the Department of Trade and Industry. The
club’s primary source of marketing expertise is Pro-
fessor Malcolm McDonald of Cranfield School of
Management. Marketing experience within club
member companies is also being tapped.

The involvement of Artificial Intelligence Ltd.
of Watford, with the club as technical contractor
began in the second half of 1988, when AI Ltd.
conducted an analysis phase, followed by produc-
tion of a demonstrator and an appraisal of the way
forward. The demonstrator was built in the Inter-
lisp programming environment and the Loops
object system on Xerox 1186 workstations. The
requirements, functional and design specifications
for a prototype, to be used for experimentation
and evaluation by club members in their own or-
ganizations, were completed in August 1989, and
work has now been completed on implementation.
The prototype runs on IBM-compatible 386

Received 22 November 1989
Revised 24 April 1990
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machines, using Smalltalk-80 and Analyst, and was
completed in January 1990.

Purpose and Structure of Paper

The purpose of this paper is to outline the progress
of the EXMAR project, and to draw conclusions
about appropriate computer support for marketing
planning. In the next section, the approach taken
to the analysis phase at the start of the project is
outlined, and the system objectives that were de-
rived are described. The nature of the logical model
that emerged is discussed, and the demonstrator
system based on it is described, emphasizing the
nature and style of the support to the user provided
by the system, how this reflects the logical model,
and how this meets the system objectives. Section
4 describes the feedback from club members on
the Demonstrator and how this is influencing cur-
rent work on the Prototype. Two review sections
5 and 6, discuss the nature of the marketing plan-
ning domain, and the deductions that can be made
about appropriate computer support. Finally,
some conclusions are drawn on the appropriate
approach to systems development in such ‘soft’
areas as marketing planning.

2. Previous Work and Early Observations

The initial requirements analysis produced a
number of interesting problems for the project,
which were to sow the seeds of expensive and time-
consuming delay. These problems can be summar-
ized as follows:

(1) it became clear that not many of the member
companies were particularly au fait with the
methodology of marketing planning. This led
to the problem of setting clear objectives for
the project.

(i) the diversity of company industry types, rang-
ing from capital goods to service industries,
meant that no subsequent system could poss-
ibly be suitable for all circumstances.

(iii) problems and subsequent proposed objectives
ranged from ‘To support a formal planning
framework to improve discipline during the
planning process’ and ‘To support further
understanding of the effects of currency fluc-
tuations’ to ‘To promote discipline in pricing
control’.

For these reasons, it was decided to focus on the
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process of marketing planning itself rather than on
any situation-specific system. A firm of software
consultants was appointed project manager and a
knowledge based systems house was appointed
principal contractor.

The systems house began a series of 12 half day
interviews with Professor McDonald in order to
develop a formal paper model as a basis for compu-
terization. Unfortunately, although taped and
transcribed, they were largely unfocussed due to
the inexperience of the interviewers and little pro-
gress was made towards formal modelling of the
marketing planning process, in spite of very specific
guidance given by Professor McDonald to the
interviewers. The problem centred around lack of
proper project control by the project managers,
confused expectations by members of the club
based on marketing planning naivety, the inexperi-
ence of the knowledge engineers, and the passive
role of the domain expert, which was necessary in
view of the nature of the project. Several attempts
on Professor McDonald’s part to guide the system
were brushed aside as politically inexpedient.

The result was that the paper outlining the tasks
to be performed by the computer system targeted
the whole marketing planning process rather than
any subset, and because of this breadth, the process
to be computerized was not documented in any
detail, nor backed up by any substantive models
and interrelationships. Other specifications
required by the development methodology in use,
such as financial requirements, system structure
and so on, were never produced.

At this point, the project manager appointed new
software consultants to take over the feasibility
study and the delivery system.

The new contractor set about finding some com-
mon requirements among end users in order to out-
line the domain model, with a boundary definition
showing which parts of the model would be tackled
by the computer system. They set about establish-
ing the following areas:

scope
constraints

organizational impact

maintainability

extensibility

technology

time scales

risk and cost versus quantifiable benefits

Artificial Intelligence Ltd., the new software con-
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sultants, drew various conclusions about the
appropriate technical approach:

* The need for focus

The previous work had been on a broad front,
involving analysis into all aspects of strategic mar-
keting planning. This is a vast topic, tackling many
of the most fundamental problems inherent in busi-
ness activity, and progress was therefore slow.
There was a need to focus on a subset of the overall

problem.

¢ Feasibility and utility to be established

The very title of the club, ‘Expert Systems in Mar-
keting’, suggested that the use of expert systems
techniques in this area was possible and appropri-
ate. This assumption of feasibility was based on
the observation that there existed demonstrable
expertise, but why this might imply a classic rule-
based expert system had not been addressed. This
was a doubly large assumption as no previous sys-
tems (or work towards systems) were known in this
application area. There was a need to address this
early, as well as the related issue of how any system
would be of use to the marketing planner.

* Modelling and representation

It was decided that the appropriate first step was
to carry out analysis in a closely scoped subset of
the problem, with the emphasis on modelling the
area using whatever formal techniques were appro-
priate. An example of the choices deliberately not
made at the start was whether any modelling of
expertise adopted the ‘low road’ of embedding the
expertise in data structures and code, the ‘high
road’ of an explicit, ‘deep’ representation, or the
~‘middle road’ of an explicit but heuristic represen-
tation (Brown, 1984). In this modelling work, the
emphasis would be on representation rather than
computation, as the essential first step towards any

computer system.

¢ The marketing swamp

Marketing will be referred to later in this paper
as a swamp of intuitive, experience-based practice
with the occasional rocky peak of formal tech-
niques. In the experience of Artificial Intelligence
Ltd. the best place to start when modelling such
‘soft’ domains was often on the boundary between
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the soft area and neighbouring more readily
formalizable areas. In this case, that meant starting
with the established formal techniques and working
out from there.

3. Results of Analysis Work, and the
Demonstrator

Several analysis sessions were held with Professor
McDonald, and with marketing practitioners in
club member organizations. This resulted in an
overall EXMAR system objective, an outline model
that was used as the basis for a demonstrator sys-
tem, and a list of areas where further work was
required.

The overall EXMAR system objective was defined
to be:

“To provide assistance for the marketing planning
process in such a way as to spread knowledge and
further understanding of how and why the muliti-
various factors of the market interact and serve
to define the parameters of the business activity.’

The remainder of this section describes features of
the model, and how these were exploited in the
demonstrator. The structure is an interleaved
description of the two. Each subsection describes
a model feature and the relevant aspects of the dem-
onstrator.

3.1 Assistance to aid in interpretation and
understanding

The model covers the data manipulated by a mar-
keting planner when developing a strategic market-
ing plan, and structures the marketing planner’s
task. Many of the individual subtasks or processes
of this task involve modelling by the user of the
business context, or interpretation by the user of
the information entered. There is much that a com-
puter system based on the model cannot do for
the user, and it became increasingly clear that its
most appropriate aim is to assist.

The objective of the demonstrator was therefore
to provide an interactive system that supports a
marketing planner by providing tools that help the
user to represent the state of the markets and prod-
ucts under consideration; to interpret this infor-
mation so as to gain an understanding of the
markets and one’s place within them; and to deter-
mine a course of action based on this understand-

ing.
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3.2 Model of the process of generating a marketing
plan -

A hierarchical breakdown of the process the mar-
keting planner should adopt to generate a market-
ing plan was defined. Encouraging the user to adopt
this process is of value in itself, as the process incor-
porates much experience that helps avoid common
pitfalls: for example, the need to arrive at an appro-
priate understanding of the current situation before
setting objectives for the future.

The demonstrator uses this hierarchy as a basis
for the user’s navigation round the system. The
initial screen display is shown to illustrate this
(Figure 1). Also shown is a window for more
detailed navigation round a particular stage.

Each box in the graphical browsers represents
a stage of the process. The user carries out a stage
by selecting a box with the mouse: the system then
takes the appropriate action, which may for ex-
ample be to present the user with a form to fill
in, or to open a more detailed browser of the pro-
cess for that stage.

To give an overview of the process: Select/Define
Business Unit identifies which area of the business
the marketing plan is for, and records the purpose
of the business area. Focus identifies which of the
unit’s markets and products are of interest. Conduct
Audit assesses the current position of the products
and markets. Forecas! predicts the future position
of the products and markets, assuming we do not
intervene, as a base-line for objective setting.
Finally, Set Objectives and Strategies sets objectives
for the business unit based on the information col-
lected, analysed and summarized; and defines stra-
tegies by which the objectives are to be met.

Detailed browsers contain icons showing the
nature of the support offered for a particular stage:
for example, there are icons for graphical displays
of information, for tables of numbers, and for free
text. The Predict Relationship with Markets
browser is illustrated as an example, also in
Figure 1.

Users will largely go through the process depth
first and top to bottom; but they are free to do
otherwise, as there are many cases where they may
legitimately wish to do so.

3.3 A generally applicable, sound data model

A data model was developed that captured and
related the information considered during produc-
tion of a strategic marketing plan. It has proved
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essentially sound, and of general applicability to
the wide range of marketing situations represented
by the diverse club member companies. A simpli-
fied entity-relationship diagram of the model is
given below in Figure 2, and briefly described.

The model has three cornerstone entities: Busi-
ness Unit, the part of the organization for which
the plan is being developed; Product, the products
or services offered by the unit; Market, the markets
in which it operates.

Critical Success Factors model the workings of
a market by documenting the factors critical to the
success of any product in the market, from the con-
sumers’ viewpoint. They are an objective assess-
ment of how the market works, independently of
the Business Unit’s presence in it. The matching
of products to markets is represented by the impor-
tant Product for Market entity: a product’s score
on the Critical Success Factors relates to this entity.

Market Attractiveness Factors model the priori-
ties of the business unit by documenting the factors
determining how attractive a market is to the unit.
Being a subjective assessment of the business unit’s
priorities, the criterion for their correctness must
be the result of agreement between key executives.
The matching of markets to business units is repre-
sented by the important Involvement In Market
entity: a market’s score on the Market Attractive-
ness Factors relates to this entity.

Time-dependent information is held in Snapshot
entities, which are ‘forms’ which must be completed
by the user, whose role is to supply the relevant
information such as product costs, prices, unit defi-
nitions, and so on. For each plan, the demonstrator
system holds data structures closely based on the
data model. The user’s primary means of manipu-
lating the data is by using these forms, one of which
is illustrated in Figure 3.

The top form shows current information about
the Food Processing market for the fictional Inter-
national Bearings Limited (IBL) company, which
sells bearings into a variety of markets. The bottom
form shows the Critical Success Factors defined
for this market, with weights to illustrate their rela-
tive importance. For example, while price 1s import-
ant in this market, it is less so than several other
factors, such as product differentiation and quality,
the product’s image, and the engineering support
provided. It also shows a score for IBL and its
main competitor against these factors, and a
weighted average computed by the system, to repre-
sent IBL’s overall strength in the market. This is
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Figure 1. Initial screen display, with an example of a detailed browser
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PRODUCT y
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v
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scores into
PRODUCT PRODUCT e name
SNAPSHOT

Figure 2. Simplified data model, in entity-relationship notation

copied to the top form by the system. The Market
Attractiveness score on the top form results from
a similar weighted average form for the attractive-
ness of the market against such criteria as the mar-
ket’s size, growth and profitability.

3.4 The use of techniques in the data model

The ‘rocky peaks’ with which the analysis work
started are ‘textbook’ techniques for analysing an
organization’s markets and products, such as the
Directional Policy Matrix, which is illustrated
below (Figure 4), the Boston and Porter matrices,
and so on. These view different aspects of the data
model using differing graphical representations, to

aid in interpretation of the data. To extend our
analogy, the data model thus forms the bridges
between the rocky peaks to enable us to navigate
the intervening swamp.

The screen snapshot in Figure 4 gives an example
of how the demonstrator exploits these features by
showing the underlying data presented in the stan-
dard formats. The Directional Policy Matrix plots,
for each of IBL’s markets, the market attractiveness
against IBL’s strength in the market. The size of
the circles is proportional to the market’s contribu-
tion to IBL’s revenue (though it could have been
set to any useful metric). Different circle shadings
illustrate the current, forecast and objective situa-
tions for the product/market. (In terms of the data
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Figure 3. Typical forms for data notation

model discussed earlier, each circle strictly repre-
sents a Product For Market.)

The matrix aids in understanding both the situa-
tion of an individual product/market, and the
balance of the portfolio of products. An example
of the matrix’s interpretation is that in all its mar-
kets, IBL is moving downwards and rightwards
from the current to the forecast situation. This indi-
cates a general weakening of IBL’s position: the
matrix illustrates what IBL intends to do about
this for the automotive market by maintaining its
competitive position while cutting costs where
possible.

The demonstrator also provides on request stan-
dard, ‘textbook’ advice for a product-for-market
in a given position on the matrix, as a guide to
the planner in setting objectives. For example, for
the automotive market, the system advises that the
market position (strength in market, and market
share) be maintained, but that subject to this the

Weight IBL Score Contribution

IBL Food-processing Bearings

342

Competitor 1 Contribution §
18 4 :

75

PO,

14
18

2

S BrI S 2GS

e D

market be managed for cash to fund development
of more attractive markets. This is the only case
in the demonstrator where it was felt appropriate
that the system should take an active role of giving
advice, rather than the passive role of presenting
information in differing forms to aid the user in
interpretation.

The diagram also shows a ‘gap gauge’, a bar chart
showing the financial gap between the business
unit’s target revenue and the sum of the individual
objectives so far set for the various markets.

3.5 Less structured information: checklists, free
text

Some parts of the marketing plan were best
expressed in text: for example, the business unit’s
mission statement, and lists of opportunities and
threats. Also, in several areas, marketing expertise
was identified that was not formalized beyond free
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Figure 4. Data presentation to aid understanding

text in the model. Examples are checklists of com-
mon critical success factors; assistance with defini-
tion of a business unit’s mission statement; and
checklists of possible opportunities and threats to
consider. This unstructured information was
related, however, to specific points in the planning
process, or to specific items in the data model. The
demonstrator exploited this by making available
text windows at appropriate points with icons on
the browsers and elsewhere. This was implemented
using the NoteCards hypertext system.

4. Demonstrator Feedback and the
Development of a Prototype

The Demonstrator Model was first seen by Club
Members in December 1988 and was given unani-
mous acclaim by all. The following were the fea-
tures which they especially recommended:

The initiative is with the user The demonstrator
leaves the user to decide what to do next. This was
liked by the club members, who felt it to be appro-
priate for this application.

Evidence of utility Club members felt an operational
system based on the demonstrator’s ideas could be
of significant use in the vital process of strategic
marketing planning. This is an example of utility
being addressed by the clients rather than by the
developers.

Communication of the nature of the proposed proto-
type The demonstrator served to communicate the
nature of the support that would be offered to a
marketing planner by a fuller computer system, to
club members and to the primary expert, Professor
McDonald. With this innovative system, this was
difficult to achieve on paper.
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Use in specification of prototype The demonstrator
was extremely effective in discussions with club
members to aid with the specification of the proto-
type which was subsequently developed.

5. Review of the Value of Applying Expert
Systems to the Marketing Planning

Process

During the 1960s, attention was focussed on speci-
fic problem-solving applications in scientific fields.
Many successful Expert Systems have been built,
including MycIN for diagnosing infectious diseases,
(Buchan, 1984), and PROSPECTOR, a system for eva-
luating geographical locations for possible mineral
deposits (Duda, 1979).

Management problems, however, do not lend
themselves to quite the same precise logic as scien-
tific problems. People do not solve most of life’s
problems by mathematical means, but rather by
experience, knowledge and intuition. Marketing
problems are dealt with in the same way, as most
of them are logical rather than mathematical, and
problem-solving knowledge, whilst available, is
incomplete.

Decision-Support Systems and the like have tra-
ditionally used hard facts and static formulae
which, given the correct data, provide correct
answers. They belong more naturally to the logical,
black-or-white, right-or-wrong world of com-
puters. But managers in the world of marketing
deal with uncertainties and often with vague con-
cepts. One approach to pinning down the basis for
such decisions is to attempt to model the decision-
making process as a set of ‘rules’, or heuristics,
that refiect the expert’s own knowledge and experi-
ence about the problem in question. These ‘rules’
-are hard to nail down and quantify — partly, per-
haps, because the expert’s experience enables him
to think in terms of shades of grey, ‘more or less’,
and ‘approximately’ — and partly because rules are
not always an appropriate or sufficient represen-
tation. When human beings find a path through
situations that are too complex and amorphous for
the human mind to handle in a totally conscious,
rational, scientific way, it can be difficult or imposs-
ible to elicit the means by which they do so.

Most people would acknowledge that in virtually
any walk of life, the true expert has built up his
expertise largely from experience and an intuitive
grasp of problem-solving in the real world, some-

167

thing which is often referred to as the ‘University
of Life’. Indeed, many of the world’s leading busi-
ness people acknowledge that they owe their suc-
cess not to formal business education and text
books, but to their own experience, flair and intui-
tive good judgement. .

Donald Schon (1984), describes this phenom-
enon as follows: ‘Competent practitioners usually
know more than they can say. They exhibit a kind
of knowing-in-practice, most of which is tacit’. He
cites an investment banker, who makes his
decisions based on 70 to 80 per cent instinct, and
only 20 to 30 per cent calculable rules. This ‘gut
feel’ was a major asset to the bank in question.
His point is that artistry is not reducible to discern-
ible routines.

He describes scientific rigour as ‘describable, test-
able, replicable techniques derived from scientific
research, based on knowledge that is testable, con-
sensual, cumulative and convergent’, but then goes
on to argue that much of what passes for scientific
management is irrelevant because business prob-
lems do not come well formed. Certainly, most mar-
keting problems are messy and indeterminate and
successful practitioners make judgements using cri-
teria which are difficult to define. Many academics
would decry this as a lack of rigour, and in so doing
exclude as non-rigorous much of what successful
practitioners actually do.

The following quotation from Schon neatly sums
up the problems facing not only teachers and
researchers of marketing, but, more importantly,
the initiators of expert marketing systems:

‘In the varied topography of professional practice,
there is a high, hard ground which overlooks a
swamp. On the high ground, manageable problems
lend themselves to solution through the use of
research-based theory and technique. In the
swampy lowlands, problems are messy and con-
fused and incapable of technical solution. The
irony of the situation is that the problems of the
high ground tend to be relatively unimportant to
society at large, however great their technical inter-
est may be, while in the swamp lie the problems
of greatest human concern.’

Marketing Planning remains one of the last bas-
tions of ignorance in the field of marketing. The
benefits of marketing planning are well docu-
mented and agreed (McDonald, 1984), yet so com-
plicated is the process of marketing planning, and
so confusing are the interrelationships between the
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tools and techniques of marketing planning (Lep-
pard, 1987), that very few British companies enjoy
these benefits, as has been shown by a seminal paper
by Greenley (1987), that reviewed all the major UK
empirical research in this area. Indeed, there were
as many dysfunctional results from the attempts
of companies to initiate marketing planning pro-
cedures as there were benefits.

The problem to be addressed by Expert Systems
in the marketing domain centres around how to
take account of the intuitive artistry displayed by
experts in situations of complexity and uncertainty
in a way that is describable and susceptible to a
kind of rigour that falls outside the boundaries of
technical rationality. An important aspect of this
is to identify where a computer system cannot hope
to solve a problem on its own, and in such cases,
how it can best assist the marketing manager.

The question, then, is how an epistemology of
practice can be captured and represented in an
Expert System.

6. Appropriate Technology in this Domain

6.1 Previous systems

To date, no one to our knowledge has seriously
tackled the world of marketing with Expert Systems
other than the Mst ADcAD system developed to
advise on advertising design (Rangaswamy, 1988).
After considering a variety of consumer and en-
vironmental factors, advertisers use a combination
of empirical research, communication theory, and
rules of thumb, to select communication objectives
and select appropriate creative approaches.

The authors themselves list 2 number of weak-
nesses in ADCAD, but conclude: ‘As one advertising
executive put it: “it helps us to think a little deeper
about the issues we have to consider in developing
ads that are both strategically and executionally
sound”.” Another interesting and relevant conclu-
sion was that most managers, when asked, said they
would like to make use of existing theoretical and
empirical knowledge of marketing when making
decisions. However, few actually did use such
knowledge. Expert Systems can bridge this gap by
structuring, validating and disseminating market-
ing knowledge, whilst at a theoretical level, they
challenge their creators to understand and critically
evaluate the elements of marketing knowledge and
their interrelationships.
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6.2 Problems suitable for expert systems

In deciding whether marketing planning was a sen-
sible domain for the application of Expert Systems
technology, the MsI checklist fits our experience.
Four criteria are provided:

1. Are the key relationships in the domain logical

rather than arithmetical?
Concepts such as the strength of a product in
a market, the attractiveness of a market or prod-
uct differentiation are clearly not arithmetical —
though numbers may be used to good effect in
clarifying thought. So the answer is ‘yes’ (though
not in the sense of mathematical logic).

2. Is the problem domain semi structured rather than

structured or unstructured?
The marketing planning process has both struc-
tured elements — for example, the segmentation
of a market, the relevant financial information
— and related unstructured elements — for ex-
ample, a mission statement or a list of forecasting
assumptions. So the answer is ‘yes’.

3. Is knowledge in the domain incomplete?

Since marketing planning and all its contextual
problems remains one of the most under-
researched areas of marketing, and since little
has been published about the interrelationships
of all the techniques of marketing in systems
design, the answer is ‘yes’. This is in fact the
key to the whole project and why it was chosen
in the first place by the club members.

4. Will problem solving in the domain require a
direct interface between the manager and the com-
puter system?
The intention is to have operational marketing
managers using the system for the production
of marketing plans, and the system can solve few
of the problems by itself, so the answer is ‘yes’.

6.3 The role of the computer

The potential benefits shown by the EXMAR demon-
strator are due mainly to its assistance with the
understanding and interpretation of the infor-
mation entered. The end results may include a mar-
keting plan, but it also includes an enhanced and
readily communicable understanding of the busi-
ness gained by the marketing planner. These ben-
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efits are largely due to appropriate and varied dis-
play of the information.

Apart from data presentation, a computer system
in this domain can perform the tasks for which
computers have traditionally been used: managing
data, maintaining constraints between data items
like a spreadsheet, and performing routine calcula-
tions. These free up the user’s thoughts for higher-
level problems.

Finally, in some cases the computer can be more
pro-active, offering advice, pointing out decisions
that go against conventional wisdom, and so on.

The most appropriate technology for this mix
of roles will itself be a mix. In the case of EXMAR,
the software techniques included object-oriented
programming, hypertext and use of windows-based
programming environments, to enable swift devel-
opment and a carefully tailored user interface. We
have not found rule-based representations so far
to be relevant, though they may be in future de-
velopments.

To some Expert Systems workers this emphasis
on data presentation and low-level data manage-
ment, as opposed to sophisticated calculation or
reasoning, would constitute some sort of failure.
We consider, however, that the objective of com-
puter systems is to make the combination of user
and system more effective than the user alone, not
to build ‘clever’ computer systems. Even in the clas-
sic scientific expert systems such as those quoted
earlier, the user interface frequently constituted
more of the work, and more importantly delivered
more of the benefits, than emphasis in the literature
would suggest. We suggest that this applies even
more in such ‘soft’ and ill-understood areas as mar-
keting planning. The rapid recent progress in the
power, and price, of the underlying software tools
that enable graphical user interfaces to be provided

“will enable more such areas to be tackled effectively

in the future.

6.4 Analysis approach

The analysis approach used for EXMAR was undog-
matic and modest: to model the available expertise
with whatever modelling techniques proved most
appropriate, starting with the most well-established
and documented, and verified, expertise. ‘Don’t run
before you can walk’ should not need emphasizing:
but the early experience of the club shows that per-
haps it still does. The very term ‘Expert Systems’
has led some to unjustified assumptions not just
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of the feasibility of building computer systems
based on expertise, but also of their utility, and
of the most appropriate modelling and system-
building tools (Bobrow, 1986). The alternative is
classic software engineering, with an expanded tool
kit of analysis and implementation techniques to
draw upon as appropriate.

This may lead to the question about how and
to what extent the model and demonstrator may
be said to incorporate expertise. All aspects of the
model and demonstrator can reasonably be said
to be based on expertise: the process; the data
model; the means of presentation of information;
the checklists provided; and the one case where
data-dependent advice is given. The system thus
takes the ‘low road’ according to Brown’s categor-
ization discussed earlier. There is certainly much
available (but not necessarily formalizable) exper-
tise that has not been captured. The critical design
task has been the effective definition of the bound-
ary between the system and the user such that the
user 1is encouraged to think about the issues that
the system cannot of itself address. This conforms
to the stated EXMAR system objective quoted earlier,
of providing assistance for the marketing planning
process in such a way as to spread knowledge and
further understanding of the business and its mar-

kets.

7. Conclusions

A number of conclusions can be drawn from the
EXMAR experience:

(i) The development of EXMAR shows that it is
possible to use Expert Systems methodolo-
gies to built support systems in complex areas
of marketing management, especially if the
domain is well defined, has a large number
of factors to be considered and relevant
expert knowledge is available.

(i1) The more complex and amorphous the exper-
tise to be captured, the longer it takes both
the expert and the knowledge engineer to
reach an acceptable approximation. It is clear
that to develop an Expert System that 1s of
some practical use requires both time and
resources of massive proportions. This is sup-
ported by the MSI research paper, which con-
cludes: ‘There are no shortcuts to building
a good Expert System. It takes a considerable
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amount of skill, patience, and years of effort
to develop an Expert System in a new area
and get it into the field’.

(iii) Expert Systems provide a consistency to
human decision making which is valuable,
since people tend to forget or ignore knowl-
edge.

(iv) EXMAR has generated comsiderable interest
and support among the major multinational
companies that form the club, because it
forces them to think deeply and in a struc-
tured way about the issues that need to be
considered in developing a strategic market-
ing plan.

(v) Expert Systems are useful in helping both
academics and practitioners to structure,
validate, and use marketing knowledge and
to better understand the interrelationships
between the elements of marketing.

(vi) Tight project control is vital. This view is sup-
ported by Mumford (1988). Many issues need
to be considered, such as clear definition of
subject matter, availability of inputs, and
clear agreement with users on objectives,
timescales and resourcing. The close involve-
ment of the EXMAR club members has been
essential in this respect. It has been achieved
through an active working party, through
agreed quality assurance criteria for each
stage of the work, and through the use of
a demonstrator.

(vii) The potential advantages of Expert Systems
in marketing are:

consistent advice

secure knowledge bases

making better use of experts

enhanced decision making
¢ improved analysis.

(viii) Since we live in an imperfect world, with
imperfect problems and imperfect tools, it is
unreasonable to expect a perfect Expert Sys-
tem until there are perfect experts and perfect
technology. On the other hand, if an Expert
System gives better advice than you would
have had without it, it is probably worth-
while.

In conclusion, it is unlikely that Expert Systems
will ever be able to give the same value as real
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human experts, although clearly they can offer
reasonable advice. Nor will they guarantee that you
make the right decisions. But they can help you
gain a proper perspective of the alternatives.

In a sense, Expert Systems will always be a bit
like Distance Learning programmes, which can
replace a bad teacher, but never a good one.
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ABSTRACT

Much marketing theory isn't practiced. Marketing planning in particular rarely occurs
effectively. One of several reasons is inadequate knowledge and skills. A grounded theory
study is described that investigates the potential of decision support systems for improving
strategic marketing planning practice, and in particular for educating managers in the
workplace. The system studied has a significant learning effect, as well as assisting with the
immediate planning task. Through doing, users learn about the planning process, relevant
marketing techniques and marketing information requirements. A precondition for successful
system introduction is either a company-wide marketing philosophy or at least the perception
of the need for one; this is one training need that the system cannot fill. In conclusion,
decision support software can play an important part in bridging the gulf between marketing
theory and practice.

THE GULF BETWEEN MARKETING THEORY AND PRACTICE

At a political level, Britain has been influential in applying marketing concepts to an increasing
range of fields, such as education and health, with varying degrees of success and controversy.
It is ironic that the place of marketing in British industry, which should be its undisputed
homeland, is often poorly established, inadequately nurtured, ineffective, and subjected to
financially-driven management that accepts the long-term erosion of market share for the sake
of short-term profits (Chartered Institute of Marketing Study 1994). A study of Japanese and
British companies in the UK (Wong et al 1988) found that 87 per cent of the British firms
surveyed still had profit maximisation as their major short-term goal, while 80 per cent of their
Japanese competitors focused on market share growth, which is not even measured by many

British companies.

Nowhere is this clearer than in the gap between the marketing theory taught in business
schools and managerial practice. A study by Reid and Hinkley (1989), asking respondents
about techniques including the Boston and directional policy matrices, Ansoff, PIMS and the
experience curve, concluded: "The results were skewed towards ignorance of all the
techniques to which they were exposed. The majority were not at all familiar with any by
name." An interesting conclusion from the MSI Expert System project, ADCAD
(Rangaswamy et al 1988) was that although American companies would like to make use of
existing theoretical knowledge of marketing, few did. Similar findings have emerged from

Australia.

Research into marketing planning specifically shows this gap between theory and practice
clearly. The optimal matching of what the customer wants with what the organisation has to
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offer is not only the essence of marketing: it is self-evidently central in achieving competitive
advantage. Managers therefore readily agree that this critical matching process needs planning,
to determine how the organisation's products and services can best be offered to its markets

over the period ahead to achieve the organisation's objectives.

Yet marketing planning, as described above, rarely occurs. Corporate plans, far from being
intimately related to marketing strategy, are often extrapolations of past performance, or
statements of desired performance with little indication of how these are to be achieved
(McDonald 1984). Clear marketing objectives in terms of market share, volume or value, with
marketing strategies to achieve them, are not specified (Greenley 1982). When the plan does
not work, there is no basis for establishing what went wrong.

To what extent is education to blame for this state of affairs? A number of studies have shed
light on the barriers that prevent the effective adoption of marketing planning (McDonald, op.
cit.; Hopkins 1981; Ames 1968; Stasch and Lanktree 1980; Leppard and McDonald 1991;

Hooley et al 1984). The barriers can be grouped into six areas:

Roles people play. Senior management's support for marketing planning and participation in the
process seem to be essential, as is adequate cross-functional involvement.

Cognitive. Some organisations are hampered by inadequate knowledge and skills, or by a lack of
innovation and a non-recognition of alternative strategies.

Systems and procedures. These may be inappropriate in areas such as the manner in which
marketing planming is introduced, the tailoring of a "textbook" process to an organisation, and the
provision for following through marketing strategies to tactics.

Resources. Planning can fail due to a shortage of adequate time, money or other resources.
Organisational environment/culture. The organisation's structure or short-term reward systems
may mitigate against successful planning. The culture may stifle idea generation or openness, or
may reduce planning activities to an internal, political operation.

Data. Shortage of the relevant information can render planning meaningless.

Consideration of this list makes plain that although education is not the only issue, it needs
improving. This is confirmed by a Chartered Institute of Marketing survey (Cowell 1987)
which found that the area where managers most needed improvements to their knowledge and
skills in order to succeed was marketing planning. The CIM 1994 survey (op. cit.) shows that

there has been little improvement in the last six years.
DECISION SUPPORT SYSTEMS AS PROCESS CONSULTANTS

Against this background, it is worth exploring every avenue to improve the education of
managers in this vital area of managerial practice. Can information technology contribute to
this task? Consideration of how education works in practice shows that there are broadly two
areas in which IT might be applied. Firstly, marketing theory is conveyed by a variety of
mediums: in the lecture room, through books and through distance learning materials.
Computer-based training packages aim to support this area, by providing a cost-effective
substitute for a lecturer with a whiteboard, with a higher degree of interaction than a book.
Packages designed by one of the authors, for example, cover techniques such as portfolio
matrices, as well as the marketing planning process itself. Now into their second generation
exploiting graphical user interface technology, they have been used over a number of years to
enable students to teach themselves basic models and frameworks, thus enabling the lecturer

to add value in the classroom through the exploration of subtler issues.
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But academics and consultants also teach through doing. Companies are assisted in applying
the textbook theory to their organisation through process consultancy, which reinforces the
theory through its guided application in practice, and adapts standard approaches to the
specific needs of the company. The number of companies who are assisted in this way seems
to be relatively small, however, due to the high costs involved. This raises the question
whether IT can be used to complement, or substitute for, this process consultancy role.

Where within IT do we look for support on these issues? Most classic expert systems have
gone beyond assistance with process to advise on the substance of the domain. In this
hyperbole-laden area, where prescription far outweighs practice (Mingers and Adlam 1989),
most successes have been in relatively well-understood domains where problem-solving can be
formalised moderately easily (Wright and Rowe 1992). But like much of management
decision-making, marketing planning has at best certain tractable rocky peaks of formal
theory, surrounded by swampy lowlands where "problems are messy and confused and
incapable of technical solution" (Schon 1984). This suggests that, like many wise short-term
consultants, systems developers are best advised to concentrate on assistance with the
planning process and techniques, and under-emphasise advice on which marketing objectives

and strategies should be adopted.

This philosophy represents a cross between expert system and decision support system (DSS)
approaches. Luconi et al (1986) usefully distinguish the technologies according to where the
control lies for "flexible strategies" - procedures to explore and analyse the problem and
possible solutions. According to their definitions, in expert systems the control lies with the
computer, while in DSSs the user is in charge. They define a third category that appears the
closest match with the requirements in marketing planning: that of "expert support systems",
where responsibility for the process is shared between the system and the user.

In the remainder of this paper, we will simply use the term "decision support system" for
simplicity, although the different strands of research that need to be drawn on have been borne

in mind.

The notion that decision support systems can assist with on-site marketing education is largely
untested in the marketplace. Computerisation of the marketing function has to date
concentrated on operational rather than strategic applications (McDonald, Hewson and
Wilson 1993). Commercial products targetted at marketing planning and marketing strategy
are small in number and low in penetration, and there are likewise few bespoke systems
developed by organisations for internal use (Shaw 1994).

The hypothesis that decision support systems can reduce cognitive problems in marketing
planning is not fundamentally implausible, however. Research into other domains of
managerial activity shows encouraging parallel cases. An early objective of decision support
systems was to make management science models more available and usable (Little 1970).
DSSs have been found to result in a greater depth of analysis (Pinsonneault and Kraemer
1989), suggesting perhaps a measure of success with this objective. Appropriate graphical
display has been shown to impact decision-making positively (Jarvenpaa 1989), suggesting
that if a DSS reduces the effort involved in generating the display, it will render graphical
marketing techniques more usable. Little observed that if a system helped a user to perform a
task appropriately, the user would often learn how to perform similar tasks.
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A related goal of decision support systems has been to encourage the consideration of more
alternative solutions to a problem. This has been found to occur in some studies, though not in
others. Systems can also challenge previous perceptions: Dickmeyer (1983) found DSS users

more likely to change their minds due to a planning exercise.

Some of the non-cognitive barriers to marketing planning offer similarly encouraging parallels
from other domains. Group DSSs can lead to greater participation among members of a group
(Pinsonneault and Kraemer, op. cit.), suggesting that a wider involvement in marketing
planning could result. They can be helpful in structuring group planning exercises (Nunamaker
et al 1988). Some studies have found time savings (eg Bayer and Harter 1991), though
experimental results are inconsistent on this point. Nunamaker et al (op. cit.) found that
system use made participants in planning sessions less restrained by organisational roles and
responsibilities in their dialogue, and less likely to be intimidated by their colleagues' status.
This resulted in a greater openness. The role of computer systems in providing a convenient
central point for data and allowing more efficient dissemination is well researched, though an

internal system will not of itself generate external information.

So although it is clear that software systems could never be a panacea, the literature suggests
that it is well worth investigating whether decision support software can deliver similar
educational benefits in marketing planning to those that have been gained in other areas of

management.
RESEARCH OBJECTIVES AND METHODOLOGY

Our research proposition is that an appropriately designed and implemented decision support
system can improve strategic marketing planning practice.

We are researching the proposition by the formative evaluation of a system codenamed
Exmar, which has been designed by the authors (McDonald and Wilson 1990). The research
is theory-generating rather than theory-testing in that the system, its use by organisations, and
the theory as to its impact, are all at an early stage of development. We will now outline the
methodology, before reporting on the results relating to marketing education.

A user base of 35 companies has built up, by chance mainly in South Africa. Of these, case
studies were conducted on 9 organisations, primarily by means of semi-structured interviews.
Qualitative research was felt to be appropriate to ensure a goal-free evaluation approach
(Scriven 1972), as it could not be guaranteed that the system would not be used, give benefits
or cause problems, in ways that were not anticipated by previous literature.

The organisations selected had used the system for at least six months, and were chosen for
maximum variation in company size, competitive intensity and single versus multiple strategic
business units. The companies covered a wide spread of industry sectors, including industrial
and consumer goods, transport, engineering, research, energy, information technology and
leisure, and ranged from a turnover of £20 million to multi-billion multinationals. The primary
unit of analysis was the team involved in marketing planning in a strategic business unit,
whether aided by a DSS or not. Interviews were held with staff in a marketing or strategic
planning role, with relevant line managers and with any staff facilitating the use of the DSS. A
total of 48 interviews were carried out. Further data sources were used where available,
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including marketing plans and internal marketing planning manuals. In one case, a one-day
planning session was observed by the researcher as a non-participant.

Glaser and Strauss' (1967) constant comparative method was used as a technique for efficient
generation of theory, developing the theory after each interview or set of interviews, and
actively seeking out confirming and disconfirming instances where resources allowed.

In addition, one case study was conducted by participant observation. A researcher worked
with a company for 20 days to produce a marketing plan with the aid of Exmar, in exchange
for full research access. In addition to the collection of documents, daily notes were made on
all aspects of the work in progress. Informal interviews were noted or tape-recorded.
Observations of system users were also noted. This element of participant observation in the
study helps to counteract the interviews' potential weakness of relying on reported events. An
action research approach to information systems has been recommended for theory formation
in the application of new technologies (Wood-Harper 1985). In this case it offered in
particular an opportunity to investigate the under-researched issue of the role of facilitation,
but is subject to the well-known difficulties of action research. It is believed that the resulting
understanding has nevertheless helped to interpret and balance the data arising from the
inteview-based case studies, achieving a measure of methodological triangulation (Denzin

1978).

Use was made of Glaser and Strauss' (op. cit.) coding terminology based on the concept of
categories, as its modelling of more complex relationships between categories than simple
cause and effect was found to aid in the representation of the complexity of the theory in this
area (Turner 1981). The coding is also aiding in structuring research outputs such as this
paper, and provides a ready supply of characteristic examples of the data to illustrate the

theoretical points made (Strauss and Corbin 1990).

FINDINGS
The desire for greater market focus

A prerequisite for the effective use of the decision support system is either the existence of a
company-wide marketing philosophy, or a perception within the organisation of the need for
an increased market orientation. Many managers talked of the need to become more "market
focused" or "marketing led". This perception arises from two sources. The first is a theoretical
marketing standpoint, a belief in the core concepts of marketing as being central to business
success. Demonstrating or using the system does not of itself generate this belief - rather, if
this marketing perspective is already held, Exmar’s focus on matching the organisation's
offering to the customers' needs or wants is recognised and appreciated. As a marketing
manager commented about meetings to introduce colleagues to Exmar: "If they say profits
come from markets, they all say the good outweighs the bad [in the system]. If they haven't
got that realisation and I can't sell them that realisation in a presentation, then I know I'm

going to have a bad meeting".

The second source of a desire for greater market focus is an assessment that the organisation's
current market orientation is not high enough. By contrast, this can be influenced by the DSS.
More than one organisation recounted how they realised when they first went through an
Exmar process how little they knew of their markets and competitors. But it can also be
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influenced by other external sources attempting to convey "best practice", such as seminars by
academics. Another common catalyst is adverse external circumstances, such as declining

markets or reductions in protectionist measures that favoured the organisation.

A perception of shortage of skills or data can lead to resistances to learning. One is the fear of
having weaknesses exposed. For example, a chief executive admitted, talking of segmentation:
"One feels stupid because it ought to be obvious who you're selling to". Another resistance
comes from being daunted by the work that will be required. As a marketing champion
reported, "Exmar has horrified a lot of people about the work we've got to do, and some
people have backed off", while others took the view that the system showed "what we have to

fix up to get right".

This desire for greater market focus, if held by sufficiently senior managers, can lead to a drive
to increase the organisation's market orientation. This may incorporate a number of aspects,
including redesign of the organisation's structure, changes to staffing and remuneration
policies, moves designed to influence the culture, the introduction or relaunch of marketing
planning, as well as the introduction of a DSS. The system may consciously be regarded as
part of the cultural change mechanism, as in a manufacturer where the human resources
director took on the role of system champion and facilitator in order to spread marketing skills

and attitudes and hence develop the staff.

In summary, the organisation needs to go through a fundamental learning step - the embrace
of a marketing philosophy - before a DSS, or indeed paper-based marketing planning, can be
introduced effectively. More attitudinal and motivational than cognitive, this is one piece of
learning that cannot be acquired from the DSS, although the system may heighten awareness
of how far the company falls short of the ideal. We will now consider the system's training role

once this hurdle is passed.

The system as a learning aid

Once introduced, the system is typically used by cross-disciplinary groups of managers to
define the marketing strategy for a business unit. Frequently, this occurs in intensive 2-3 day
workshops, though in some cases an individual will develop the plan through a series of
smaller meetings. A number of workshops may be required for different parts of the business,

or to iterate as further information is collected.

Through participating in system-aided planning sessions, managers learn how to apply the
marketing techniques it includes. This is knowledge they can apply in the future, whether
aided by the system or not. A marketing director, talking of his staff, said: "The focus is now
on what information they should be trying to get out of the customer - before it was volume
and growth, now it's market sectors and opportunities [as well]". As another example, a
manufacturer with its own retail chain was using the analyses in periodic branch reviews,
although this information was only fed into the system at a higher level of aggregation.

One hiccup during this learning process has sometimes been observed. Occasionally,
companies exhibit a counterproductive 'new convert effect’, where managers assume that the
technique they have just learned is the answer to all problems and apply it inappropriately.
With experience, this imperfect learning behaviour seems to wear off, as managers gain the
maturity to judge the applicability of models and frameworks to their situation.
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The system also helps to teach a marketing planning process. A company introducing
marketing planning gave this as a key reason for using Exmar: "Anything with a process is
good for us right now". A public sector organisation put large diagrams of the process
embodied by the system up on the wall in the boardroom to reinforce this learning.

One important learning effect of the system is its role in conveying what data is needed for
marketing decision-making. Describing the system's impact, a chief executive reported: "We
thought we were marketeers. The four P's weren't ridden roughshod over, and there was
market research done. But we never had a formal appreciation of the playing field we were
playing in...We had to formally accumulate this information.” He and his staff clarified how his
previous data gathering was not sufficiently focused. Information was known in considerable
detail about individual product lines. Equally extensive was information on the market as a
whole and on competitors in general. Through use of the system, he learned the value of
markets or market segments as basic units of analysis in data collection, and focused his
efforts on key data such as segment size, growth, share, buying factors and scores on his
segment attractiveness criteria.

The impact of this awareness of data needs can be profound. The requirements for
management information are clarified. Three companies reported that they were restructuring
their operational databases to provide information according to their market segmentation,
where previously it could only be aggregated by product line. Market research is better
targetted on important markets and on the critical information required.

The learning effect from the system applies to groups as well as to individuals. Where the
whole management team has been involved, managers report greater communication arising
from a shared language and set of concepts. If not, the result can be isolation or frustration.
For example, a director initially used the system without significant input from his staff, except
to provide data. While excited by the insights he was gaining, he was also frustrated that it
was not easy to share these with his sales managers. He was experimenting with ways to
involve them more closely in strategy formation.

Some aspects of the marketing planning process are difficult to formalise. In some of these
cases, the system simply provides a framework in which the manager can learn these intuitive
skills by doing. A central example that applied to most companies was market segmentation,
where the system merely showed the weaknesses of a poor one. Typical was an executive who
reported that after the first two days on Exmar, his segmentation in his largest market was
clearly not working: "None of it seemed right, and what's more important, none of it was
measurable.” He commissioned market research to redress this fundamental deficiency, and
then fed the resulting data into the system to continue his planning.

In the early stages of applying the system, however, many organisations chose to obtain help
with these more elusive topics, drawing on the experience of a facilitator or process
consultant. They believed that this had sped the learning process in these softer areas.

It appears, then, that although the system acts as an effective learning aid for many aspects of

marketing planning, there remain some tasks where the intuition of an expert remains of
considerable value. We will return to this point in our conclusions.
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CONCLUSIONS

We began by observing that the barriers to effective marketing planning include cognitive
difficulties, and we asked whether decision support systems offered promise for overcoming
these educational shortfalls. This study suggests that the answer is 'yes'. Systems can have a
significant learning effect as well as helping users with the task in hand. Through the
development of marketing plans with the system's help, managers are trained in the use of
marketing tools and techniques, they learn about the marketing planning process, and they
gain a clear vision of what data is required for marketing strategy formation. This learning by
doing is organisational as well as individual, as the management team gains from improved

communication through a shared concept set and a common tool.

This is not the only respect in which the project's overall research proposition, that DSS
technology can improve strategic marketing planning practice, is supported by this study. The
DSS examined also has a number of other impacts, that are outside the scope of this paper.
These include improved plan quality and greater commitment to the plan through wide
involvement in the planning process; better resource allocation; greater focus on attractive
markets; concentration of marketing effort on the points of greatest leverage; and time savings

compared with use of similar techniques manually.

Software cannot, however, act as a panacea. In particular, we have seen how the adoption of a
marketing orientation is an essential prerequisite to the success of the DSS. This attitudinal

and philosophical learning step is one where systems can play little part.

Can a system, then, replace a human process consultant? Many companies used an outside
consultant as a facilitator for more intuitive tasks in the planning process, particularly in the
early stages. Plenty of scope remains for humans to add value based on their experience. We

believe this will always be so.

But use of a DSS has a number of advantages over consultancy without computer support.
The initial training impact is likely to be better, with a rigour and standardisation enforced by
the system, and with effective communication through graphical display. Less consultancy is
needed on basic cognitive skills, leaving the facilitator free to deal with higher-level issues.
And, crucially, the planning process and output are left behind, embodied in the system,
providing continual reinforcement of the learning when the consultant has long gone.

REFERENCES

Ames, B.C. (1968), "Marketing Planning for Industrial Products", Harvard Business Review,
46(5), pp 100-111

Bayer, J. and Harter, R. (1991), ""Miner", "Manager", and "Researcher": Three modes of

analysis of scanner data", International Journal of Research in Marketing, 8, pp 17-27.

Buchan, B. and Shortcliffe, E. (1984), Rule-based Expert Programs: the MYCIN Experiments
of the Stanford Heuristic Programming Project, Addison-Wesley, Reading, MA.

Chartered Institute of Marketing (1994), Marketing - the Challenge of Change, Research
report into the future of marketing, CIM/Cranfield. April.

1035



Cosse, T.J. and Swan, J.E. (1983), "Strategic marketing planning by product managers",
Journal of Marketing, 47, pp 92-102.

Cowell, D.W. (1987), "Some insights into the background and training of marketing
executives in the UK", Journal of Marketing Management, 3(1), pp 51-60.

Denzin, N.K. (1978), "The logic of naturalistic inquiry”, In N.K. Denzin (ed.), Sociological
methods: A sourcebook, McGraw-Hill, NY.

Dickmeyer, N. (1983), "Measuring the Effects of a University Planning Decision Aid",
Management Science, 29, pp 673-685.

Duda, R., Gaschnig, J. and Hart, P. (1979), "Model Design in the Prospector Consultant

System for Mineral Exploration"”, in Mitchie, D. (ed.), Expert Systems in the Micro-Electronic
Age, Edinburgh University Press, Edinburgh.

Glaser, B.G. and Strauss, A.L. (1967), The Discovery of Grounded Theory: Strategies for
Qualitative Research.. Aldine, New York.

Greenley, G.E. (1982), "An overview of marketing planning in UK manufacturing companies",
European Journal of Marketing, 16(7), pp 3-15.

Hooley, G.J., West, C. J. and Lynch, J.E. (1984), Marketing in the UK: a survey of current
practice and performance. Institute of Marketing, Maidenhead.

Hopkins, D.S. (1981), The Marketing Plan. The Conference Board, Research Report No. 801.

Jarvenpaa, S.L. (1989), "The Effect of Task Demands and Graphical Format on Information
Processing Strategies", Management Science, 35(3), pp 285-303.

Leppard, J.W. and McDonald, M.H B. (1991), "Marketing Planning and Corporate Culture: a
Conceptual Framework which Examines Management Attitudes in the Context of Marketing
Planning", Journal of Marketing Management, 7, pp 213-235.

Little, J.D.C (1970), "Models and Managers: The Concept of a Decision Calculus",
Management Science, 16(8), pp B466-B485.

Luconi, F.L., Malone, T.W. and Scott Morton, M.S. (1986), "Expert Systems: The Next
Challenge for Managers", Sloan Management Review, 27(4), pp 7-14.

McDonald, M.H.B. (1984), The Theory and Practice of Marketing Planning for Industrial
Goods in International Markets, PhD thesis, Cranfield Institute of Technology.

McDonald, M H.B. and Wilson, HN. (1990), "State-of-the-art Developments in Expert
Systems and Strategic Marketing Planning", British Journal of Management, 1, pp 159-170.

McDonald, M.H.B., Hewson, W. and Wilson, H.N. (Eds.) (1993), Emerging Information
Technologies - A Marketing Opportunity, HCG Publications, Milton Keynes.

1036



Mingers, J and Adlam, J (1989) "Where are the Real' Expert Systems?", OR Insight, 2 pp 6-9.

Nunamaker, JF., Applegate, LM. and Konsynski, B.R. (1988), "Computer-Aided
Deliberation: Model Management and Group Decision Support", Operations Research, 36(6),

pp 826-848.
Pinsonneault, A. and Kraemer, K.L. (1989), "The Impact of Technological Support on
Groups: An Assessment of the Empirical Research", Decision Support Systems, 5, pp 197-
216.

Rangaswamy, A., Burke, R.,, Wind, J. and Eliashberg, J. (1988), Expert Systems for
Marketing, Marketing Science Institute Working Paper Report, Nos. 87-107.

Reid, D.M and Hinkley, L.C. (1989), "Strategic Planning: The Cultural Impact",. Marketing

Intelligence and Planning, 7, 11.

Sainfort, F.C., Gustafson, D.H., Bosworth, K. and Hawkins, R.P. (1990), "Decision Support
Systems Effectiveness: Conceptual Framework and Empirical Evaluation", Organisational

Behavior and Human Decision Processes, 45, pp 232-252.

Schon, D. (1984), The Crisis of Professional Knowledge and the Pursuit of an Epistemology
of Practice, Research Paper for the Harvard Business School 75th Anniversary Colloquium on

Teaching by the Case Method, April.

Scriven, M. (1972) "Pros and cons about goal-free evaluation", Evaluation Comment 3 pp1-7.

Shaw, R. (1994), How to Transform Marketing Through IT, Business Intelligence, London.

Stasch, S.F. and Lanktree, P. (1980), "Can your marketing planning procedures be
improved?”, Journal of Marketing, 44(3), pp 79-90.

Strauss, A. and Corbin, J. (1990), Basics of Qualitative Research, Sage, Newbury Park, CA.

Turner, B.A. (1981), "Some practical aspects of qualitative data analysis: One way of
organising the cognitive processes associated with the generation of grounded theory",

Quality and Quantity, 15, pp 225-247.

Wong, V., Saunders, J. and Doyle, P. (1988), "The Quality of British Marketing: A
Comparative Investigation of International Competition in the UK Market", in Proceedings of

the 21st Conference of Marketing Education Group, Butterworth-Heinemann, Oxford.

Wood-Harper, T. (1985), "Research Methods in Information Systems: Using Action
Research", in E. Mumford et al. (eds.), Research Methods in Information Systems, Elsevier

Science Publishers BV, Amsterdam.

Wright, G. and Rowe, G. (1992), "Expert Systems in Marketing: Current Trends and an
Alternative Scenario", Marketing Intelligence and Planning, 10(6).

1037



JOURNAL OF STRATEGIC MARKETING 2 249-269 (1994)

Critical problems in marketing planning:
the potential of decision support systems
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Few companies use a comprehensive marketing planning process, despite wide
agreement on the benefits to be gained. This results from cognitive, procedural,
resource, organizational, cultural, informational and environmental problems.
While computers in marketing are mainly used for operational tasks, research in
other domains suggests that decision support systems could assist in reducing some
of these problems. A research project is, therefore, under way to examine whether
and how software can be used to improve strategic marketing planning practice.
An initial report on findings to date is given, based on a qualitative evaluation
with six organizations using a prototype system. There is some evidence that
appropriate software support can increase marketing skills, encourage wider evalua-
tion of alternatives, support wider managerial involvement in strategy formation,
improve internal data flows and enhance plan quality. Provisional guidelines on the
nature of such systems are presented. Future research stages are outlined.

KEYWORDS: marketing planning, -decision support systems, qualitative evaluation

INTRODUCTION

Marketing planning provides a process and techniques which can deliver well-documented
benefits, but these benefits are not widely obtained. To explain this, 2 number of barriers
to effective marketing planning have been identified. Some are organizational and cultural,
such as the isolation of the marketing function from the company’s operations. Others are
cognitive and procedural, for example, the need for marketing knowledge and skills and for
a flexible approach to planning.

Research in decision support systems applied to other areas of management provides some
indication that their application to marketing planning might reduce some of these barriers.
Theré is a need to test this notion, both in terms of the feasibility of building such systems
and in terms of their utility in reducing the barriers to effective marketing planning. Testing
feasibility involves work both on how to apply emerging software technologies and on
formalizing and simplifying the marketing planning process as a basis for computerization.
This work can only be validated by the design of working software. Testing utility involves
the evaluation of software by practising managers.

In this paper, we explore in depth the rationale for applying decision support technology
to the definition of marketing strategy, through a review of relevant research in marketing
planning and in decision support systems (the following two sections). We then give a report
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on findings to date from Cranfield School of Management’s research in this area, which has
involved the design of a working prototype and its evaluation in six organizations (the fourth
and fifth sections). Finally, we outline the research currently in progress with 35 organizations
using the prototype for live planning.

MARKETING PLANNING IN THEORY AND PRACTICE

There is a wide body of broadly consistent prescriptive literature on how and why marketing
plans should be developed (for example, Abell and Hammond, 1979; McDonald, 1989b;
Kotler, 1991) covering the information to be collected and the process to be followed as well
as appropriate analytical techniques (Meldrum et al, 1987; Kotler and Armstrong, 1989;
Brooksbank, 1990; McDonald, 1991).

The empirical research into marketing planning is comparatively scant. Eight significant
studies have been examined (Ames, 1968; Stasch and Lanktree, 1980; Hopkins, 1981;
Greenley, 1982, 1983; Cosse and Swan 1983; Hooley et al., 1984; McDonald, 1984, Leppard,
1987). Half of these studies were US based and half UK based. Those by Ames (1968) and
by Stasch and Lanktree (1980) were qualitative studies based on interviews. The remainder
used surveys, except for McDonald (1984) and Leppard (1987) which employed both survey
and case study methods.

The evidence available in these studies on marketing planning benefits (Greenley, 1987)
suggests that when successfully applied, organizations can gain from the following.

(1) Procedural benefits: planning leads to realistic and accepted objectives, it requires a
high level of actionable market information and it results in control over the business

(2) Process benefits: planning leads to higher levels of managerial motivation, greater inter-
functional cooperation and a greater awareness and acceptance of change

(3) Efficiency benefits: planning relates to general improved business success, reduces waste
and duplicated activities, results in a clearer understanding of priorities to be pursued
and gives less ‘surprises’ which lead to sporadic decision making.

In practice, however, the studies show that most companies do not follow the textbooks
and do not achieve these benefits. Although 70% of companies produce marketing plans, only
10-14% are adequate when judged even in the most lenient terms by established theory
(Greenley (1982, 1983) and McDonald (1984)). This can be well illustrated by the inclusion
in marketing plans of key data items.

(1) Only 59% forecast market sizes 3 years ahead (Cosse and Swan, 1983).

(2) At the most generous estimate, only 68% split sales objectives into sales by market
and 71% into sales by product (Hopkins (1981) and Greenley (1982, 1983)). Future
sales were most frequently arrived at by simple projection of trends, sales force opinions
and ‘gut feeling’.

(3) Sixty-three per cent included market share in Greenley’s (1982, 1983) surveys and 44%
at the segment level in Cosse and Swan (1983). Cosse and Swan (1983) found 49%
deriving the relative market share at the product level. In Greenley’s (1982) study,
just one company specified market share as the most important objective.

In one study, only 14% of the marketing managers were involved in the setting of
marketing objectives. Greenley (1983) found service companies to be even weaker than
manufacturing companies on many criteria, having less detail on factors such as sales by
product/service, sales by market and market share.
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TABLE 1. Marketing planning barriers

Research studies

Barriers 1 2 3 4 5 6
Roles people play
B1 Lack of chief executive/senior management involvement * oxox ox _
B2 Lack of cross-functional involvement ok x x|
B3 Lack of top management support *ox L - - -
Cognitive
B4 Knowledge and skills Lo
BS Lack of innovation/non-recognition of alternatives - * * - - -

Systems and procedures

B6 Lack of care in marketing planning introduction * - - * -
B7 Forecasts without documentation of intervention * - r - -

B8 Inflexible application of textbook process * - L o *
B9 Lack of follow-through to tactics * o -
B10 Too much detail *  _ o _ _ _

Resources

B11 Lack of time (elapsed and/or effort) * x _ - -
B12 Lack of money (for market research etc) e

Organizational environment/culture

B13 Organizational structure inappropriate * - 0 - - %

B14 Stage of organizational development - - - = * _

B15 Corporate politics - * _  _  _

B16 Short-term oriented reward systems * - - - - -

B17 Culture stifling idea generation/openness S T
Data

B18 Lack of information LA A S SPS

Environmental
B19 Difficulty of forecasting in times of turbulence and - * - - - -
inflation

Key to studies: 1, McDonald (1984); 2, Hopkins (1981); 3, Ames (1968); 4, Stasch and Lanktree (1980);
5, Leppard (1987); 6, Hooley et al. (1984).

Barriers to marketing planning

Why is there such a large gap between theory and practice? A number of the studies have
shed light on this, identifying problems or barriers that frequently prevent the effective
adoption of marketing planning. These findings are summarized in Table 1. An asterisk
indicates that the study explicitly claims to have derived the barrier or problem from empirical
data, with a clearly described and plausible research method.
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DECISION SUPPORT SYSTEMS IN MARKETING PLANNING

We have identified a2 number of problems with marketing planning in practice. Are there
grounds for hoping that decision support systems (DSS) can reduce some of these? To answer
this question, we will first consider the research into decision support systems applied to other
domains of managerial decision making, to look for promising analogies. We will then look
at how managers currently use software in this domain. Finally, we will examine the previous
research that focuses specifically on decision support for marketing planning.

Why apply decision support systems to marketing planning?

We will look at each group of marketing planning barriers in Table 1, to explore whether
similar problems have been reduced by DSS use in other areas of managerial activity.

Roles people play

Intuitively, this is not the most promising area for computers to offer assistance. It seems
unlikely, for example, that the use of a DSS would of itself increase senior management’s
support for marketing planning. Relationships such as this have been more frequently
hypothesized the other way round, for example, in a number of studies that have found top
management’s support for a DSS project to be a factor contributing to project success (Sanders
and Courtney, 1985; Guimaraes et al., 1992). It is nevertheless plausible that a system could
indirectly increase top management supoort for marketing planning due to the learning effect
of system use, discussed later.

Greater involvement in marketing planning from top management or from staff outside
marketing could also result from a group decision support system’s facilitation for group
working. Experiments on groups (Nunamaker et al., 1988;+Pinsonneault and Kraemer, 1989)
show that support for group decision making can result in greater participation among
members. In the laboratory, though, members have to be present to participate: if within
the organization they are not consulted at all or do not make themselves available, the
computer system cannot reduce this barrier to effective planning.

Any impact of decision support on these barriers, then, is likely to be limited.

Cognitive

An early objective of decision support systems was to make management science models, little
understood and little used by practising managers, more available and usable (Little, 1970).
Decision support systems have been found to result in a greater depth of analysis (Pinsonneault
and Kraemer, 1989), suggesting perhaps a measure of success with this objective in cases where
decision support systems have been applied.

A number of marketing tools and techniques involve the graphical display of information
as well as analysis, such as portfolio matrices and product lifecycle curves. Appropriate
graphical display has been shown to impact decision making positively (Benbasat and Dexter,
1986; Jarvenpaa, 1989), suggesting that if a decision support system reduces the effort involved
in generating the display, it will render the marketing tools more usable. But it is not just
the effort involved that holds practitioners back from using graphical tools: some of the
cognitive difficulties found by practitioners relate to technical aspects of the graphics, such
as logarithmic scales on a portfolio matrix (McDonald, 1990b). It is plausible that computer
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support could overcome these difficulties. As many decision support systems have a substantial
graphical component, this is a factor, unexplored in many studies, that may contribute widely
to the impact of the technology.

A related goal of decision support systems has been to encourage the consideration of more
alternative solutions to a problem (Lodish, 1981). Some studies have found that system users
consider more alternatives (Sainfort et al., 1990), in some cases through explicit support for
brainstorming (Nunamaker et al., 1988). The role of the system in challenging previous
perceptions is evidenced by Dickmeyer (1983), who found DSS users more likely to change
their minds due to a planning exercise. Other studies, though, have not found a significant
difference in the alternatives considered (Sharda et al., 1988).

As well as compensating for a lack of knowledge and skills, using a decision support system
may actually teach the user some of the skills he or she lacks. If a DSS helps a user to perform
a task, the user may learn by example how to perform similar tasks (Little, 1970). Van Horn
(1990), for instance, found this effect with a telecommunications planning DSS.

Systems and procedures

The extensive work on group decision support for planning at the University of Arizona
(Nunamaker et al., 1988) concentrates on support for a planning process. The researchers
report that this works well whether the process is prescribed by the system designers or defined
by the participants. As we discuss in the next section, this contrasts with most software
currently available for marketing strategy, which concentrates on assisting with specific tools
and techniques, resulting in some calls for more support for a planning process that combines
the techniques together (Waalewijn and Boulan, 1990; Editorial in Infernational Journal of
Research in Marketing 8, 1991).

The Arizona researchers recognize the importance of text to complement numerical data
in planning and claim to have achieved good results with the incorporation of suitable facilities
in their DSS. This might be expected to assist with the common problem of planning forecasts
being made without documentation of how they are to be achieved.

A formalized marketing planning process has for some companies proved a mixed blessing.
There is perhaps a trade-off between formalization and flexibility. The Arizona research found
that the larger the group, the more the participants appreciated the structure provided by
the system. Little (1970), in his seminal paper that coined the term ‘decision calculus’ as a
philosophy for building decision support systems, recognized the importance of leaving
the user in control of the decision-making process, a point emphasized by Lodish (1981).
Describing experience with CALLPLAN, which helped salespeople to allocate their time
among accounts and prospects, Lodish (1981) wrote

Before the salesmen got their first results at the computer terminal, their initial reaction was one
of caution and skepticism. However, experience with the interactive program transformed this
attitude into varying levels of enthusiasm as the saleman realised that he was controlling the
program, rather than it controlling him.

This contrasts with the language used by authors from the decision analysis school of
decision support (Wind and Saaty, 1980) who discuss how the arguably complex and opaque
analytic hierarchy process

forces them [managers] to explicate the environmental scenarios most likely to affect their business
decisions . . . the discipline forced by the need to structure the problem hierarchically may help
achieve consensus over the dimensions of the problem.
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We speculate that this more controlling philosophy may contribute to the difficulties described
by the authors in persuading managers to participate in the process they advocate. This would
be consistent with recent research into sales force automation, which found that systems which
were seen as ‘empowering’ were used much more extensively than those seen as ‘controlling’
(Hewson and Hewson, 1994).

Expert systems have a similar flavour in that the system often (but not always) has control
of the decision-making process. There is no agreement on whether expert systems are a subset
of decision support systems or a separate technology (Alter, 1977; Stabell, 1986). Luconi
et al. (1986) distinguish expert systems, decision support systems and ‘expert support systems’,
the distinguishing characteristic being where the control lies for ‘flexible strategies’ -
procedures to explore and analyse the problem and possible solutions. According to their
definitions, in expert systems, the control lies with the computer, while in decision support
systems the user is in charge. With expert support systems, however, responsibility is shared
between computer and user.

In marketing planning, many authors have called for some formalization of the planning
process, but as we have seen, over-rigid processes can cause difficulty. The lesson from other
research would appear to be that there needs to be some flexibility in the process supported
by a computer system, with a shared responsibility for the planning process between the

system and the user.

Resources

Although many case studies claim that the systems they describe save time (Alpar, 1991; Bayer
and Harter, 1991), experimental results are inconsistent on this point (Pinsonneault and
Kraemer, 1989). There are a number of possible explanations.

(1) Most studies have been carried out with novice users, who are likely to be slower
than experienced users at performing any given task on the computer. This explanation
is cited by Sharda et al. (1988), who found in their experiments that DSS users took

longer to begin with than those using pen and paper, but caught up after 3 weeks

or so.
(2) If systems encourage more analyses to be made, this may compensate for any time

savings on each individual analysis.
(3) The computer system may encourage users to apply techniques unthinkingly that are
not appropriate, resulting in excessively detailed analysis (Rangaswamy et al, 1991).

Whether decision support would save time in marketing planning, then, is an open question.

Organizational environment/culture

Analogous research is only known for one barrier in this group: that of a corporate culture
which stifles idea generation and open expression of views. Nunamaker et al (1988) found
that system use made participants in planning sessions less likely to be unduly influenced by
organizational roles and responsibilities and less likely to be intimidated by their colleagues’
status. This resulted in a greater openness.

Data

Lack of information was mentioned by five of the six marketing planning studies examined
in Table 1. A computer system that is internal to the company cannot, of course, generate
external information that has not been collected, but it may provide a convenient central point
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for the data and provide more efficient dissemination within the organization. This is rarely
the focus for decision support research, as these benefits are shared with management infor-
mation systems, which have been well researched (Jarvenpaa et al., 1985).

Environmental

There are no known studies relating the use of a decision support system to particular
environmental problems such as turbulence.

Summary

With some of the barriers to successful marketing planning, there is little reason to believe
that computer systems could help and it is likely that these barriers must be reduced by other
means. With many of the barriers, though, there are parallels from other domains where
decision support systems have been of assistance. This suggests that it is worth investigating
whether the same holds true in marketing planning.

We will now look at what software is available to support marketing planning and to
what extent it is currently being used.

Use of decision support systems in marketing planning

To what extent are computers currently used to support marketing planning? Surveys indicate
(Higgins and Opdebeek, 1984; Morris et al, 1989; Andersen Consulting, 1989; Hirst 1991a,b;

Shaw, 1994) that computerization of the marketing function has to date concentrated on
the following.

(1) The ‘big four’ personal productivity tools for microcomputers: spreadsheets, graphics
packages, word processing and databases. These are now being supplemented by group
working tools such as electronic mail

(2) Marketing and sales productivity systems, often based on a general-purpose database
management system (DBMS), which provide specific facilities such as lead tracking,
order takmg and mailshots (Moriarty and Swartz, 1989). These have as yet a relatively

small, but increasing, penetration
(3) Statistics packages for analysis of market research data and so on.

The facilities provided are biased towards either purely numerical or purely textual work.
Most applications are routine and operational rather than strategic; forecasting is a relatively
common exception. The ‘semi-structured’ tasks that are the preserve of decision support
systems (Gorry and Scott Morton, 1971; Keen and Scott Morton, 1978) have been little
addressed as yet.

It seems likely, then, that support for marketing planning is in the main restricted to the
provision of some relevant information from operational systems, supplemented by the use
of personal productivity tools for document creation, presentation authoring and so on.

This is confirmed by the small number of commercial products targeted at marketing
planning and marketing strategy. An informal search for relevant commercial products has
been carried out. Information has been obtained from advertisements in the marketing and
strategic planning press, reports from management consultancies, trade body publications and

discs listing marketing software published by the American marketing press. Relevant soft-
ware can be categorized as follows.
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(1)

(2)

3)

*)

Product marketing planning software: packages aimed at product managers and
looking at one product/market. PPAM from a small UK company, Lysia, is an exam-
ple which was formerly marketed in the UK. Business Insight from Simcon can be
regarded as in this category, as the analysis focusses on one product/market. Both
have an expert systems approach, asking questions and offering advice.

Marketing planning software for multiple products and markets: targeted at marketing
managers. Other than the Exmar software arising from this research, three examples
have been found. SMPS from Partners in Marketing includes SWOP analysis and port-
folio analysis: there is one UK user currently. Lysia’s Smartplan (not thought to be
marketed currently) includes competitive analysis, strategy setting and the generation
of parts of a 3 year marketing plan. It is purely quantitative. Stratex from Nokia Data
is a strategic marketing planning tool for small businesses: it appears to provide a
tailorable framework for the construction of systems, rather than an end-user systein
in itself.

Corporate planning systems with a marketing dimension: targeted at corporate
planners. Examples are Ansoff's ANSPLAN and Alacrity Strategy from Alacritour Inc.
in Toronto. Where these incorporate a definition of multiple products/markets, the
analysis typically stops at the level of market share and growth and product differentia-
tion as a single dimension.

Marketing technique packages: these support individual marketing tools and tech-
niques, with little or no attempt to integrate the tools or to provide a planning
framework. The key benefit offered is the graphical presentation of the data to aid
understanding, in some cases supplemented by advice based on the underlying theory
for the technique. An example is Portfolio Planner, developed by the authors after
the early work on this research project. Other commercial products of this type
believed to have been influenced by the current research are named StratMar and

MatMar.

There are, then, few relevant off-the-shelf products. A small proportion of companies have,
however, developed bespoke systems for internal use. Some examples are listed below.

(1)

)

)

ICL developed a system (Aitken and Bintley, 1989) for use with the aid of a facilitator
to enhance marketing skills as well as to develop marketing plans. The system supports
tools such as perceptual maps and efficiency frontiers for pricing, providing some links
between the tools by shared data, but is not a fully integrated system. Interestingly,
the paper by its developers used the term ‘expert system’, which was not used at any
point by its users or sponsors. The system certainly did not fit the technology-based
definitions of expert systems, displaying information graphically and doing arithmetic
rather than generating advice. It was felt to have the drawback of having been built
piecemeal and not supporting a planning process. As the principal sponsor said, by
contrast with Exmar, there was no ‘washing line to hang the pegs [of marketing
techniques] on’.

A large chemicals multinational demonstrated to the authors a system with more of
an expert system flavour, which asked the user a series of questions about a product
market and then generated advice, drawing on specific knowledge of the chemical
industry coded into the program. Its take-up was significant, though it tended to be
used once only to generate ideas in a single session.

A pharmaceuticals multinational demonstrated a2 marketing planning system with a
lesser advice component. Guiding the user through a form-filling process, financial
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information and more qualitative information was collected. While some advice was
given based on portfolio theory, this was not the primary thrust of the system. For
ease of analysis across business units, the system included definitions of markets and
product groups specific to the company. The system was used to standardize planning
across the world and to ease aggregation of country plans into a corporate plan.

In general, then, decision support systems are as yet little used to support marketing
planning, though some companies are doing pioneering work with bespoke systems and
commercial products are beginning to appear. The hypothesis that decision support systems
could enhance marketing planning effectiveness is thus largely untested in the market-place.
To what extent has it been tested by research? We will now review previous research into
decision support systems for marketing planning specifically.

Previous research in DSS for marketing planning

Only one major study has been identified on decision support systems involving marketing
planning: Bovich’s (1987) PhD thesis, on ‘Marketing management decision-making and the
role of decision support systems’. This described an experiment typical of those described by
Pinsonneault and Kraemer (1989) in their review of group DSS studies, though the DSS
is not termed a group decision support system by Bovich (1987). Students in two groups
performed a task defined by a scenario from MARKSTRAT, one group being offered use
of a decision support system called FCS:EPS, a system which ‘allowed its users to perform
a wide range of spreadsheet, graphic, and statistical analyses’. The task included presentation
of results in the form of a paper report as if to senior management, broadly covering the
contents of a product marketing plan. Bovich (1987) examined the efficiency and effectiveness
of the decision-making process, the decision quality and the users’ confidence in the decisions
they reached.

The DSS group were told to use the DSS, but only to the extent that they thought it
would be useful. Both groups were trained in the relevant techniques. The DSS group had
an extra hands-on training session in how to use the software. The quality of the solutions
was measured by three means: by MARKSTRAT, by how close the predictions were to the
MARKSTRAT model’s predictions and by experts. :

Bovich (1987) concluded that the users of the system had greater confidence in the solutions
they proposed, but did not have greater process efficiency, as measured by solution time or
greater breadth in alternative design and evaluation. Critically, DSS use had no significant
effect on solution quality. There was some support for the notion that training with the DSS
led to 2 more synthetic and forward looking perspective.

Methodological weaknesses reported by Bovich (1987) included the use of individuals rather
than groups, the individuals’ inexperience in system use and the study’s short time scale. The
study had several other limitations: students were used rather than practising managers, the
presence of a facilitator for DSS users, in the form of ‘an experienced DSS consultant’, did

not seem to be controlled for and no evidence was presented on how close the MARKSTRAT
scenario was to the problems encountered by managers in the field.

This study, then, gave useful evidence of the training benefits of DSS use, which alone
could justify the further investigation of DSS in the area of marketing planning. It left many
questions unanswered, however. First, the software used and the task set were not specifically
aimed at the generation of a marketing plan, so they were not tackling issues such as support
for a marketing planning process. Second, the laboratory experiment method only shed limited



2538 WILSON AND MCDONALD

light on many factors of interest to marketing planners, such as the ability of systems to
overcome communications barriers and hostile corporate cultures. Third, the study only set
out to address whether a specific system helped with marketing planning, providing little
indication of how the system helped and how this assistance might be improved.

We speculate that the importance of evaluating systems more broadly than on whether
their costs exceed their benefits might also apply in decision support system domains other
than marketing planning. The paucity of empirical research allowing for these subtleties would
seem inappropriate at such an early stage in the development of computer systems, a point
made by Mumford (1988) and a number of other applied IT researchers: ‘we should currently
be generating ideas, theories and hypotheses, rather than simply testing them, and ...
anything which restricts or constrains this process is inappropriate’.

No further literature has been identified specifically concerning decision support systems
for marketing planning, though other decision support systems may in practice contribute
information or analyses of relevance to a marketing plan (Curry and Moutinho, 1991;
Rita, 1991).

In summary, the research into the application of DSS to marketing planning shows some
limited benefits but without shedding much light on what caused the benefits or how they
should be extended. We will now describe the objectives of the authors’ current research,

which are rich enough to address these issues.

OBJECTIVES

The aim of the research is to explore the efficacy of the application of decision support systems
to marketing planning. As we have seen, it is clear that at best, a system will reduce only
some of the problems preventing more effective marketing planning. It is also clear that the
design of a system must be appropriate to the domain. A system must also be appropriately
implemented or applied to the organization: implementation issues such as user training an
support, facilitation in using the system, the phasing of system introduction and top manage-
ment support for the system, have been widely found to impact upon the success of the
introduction of the system (Ginzberg, 1981; Montazemi, 1988). Therefore our research
proposition is that an appropriately designed and implemented decision support system can
improve strategic marketing planning practice.

We investigate this proposition by the development and formative evaluation of one specific
system, named Exmar. This is for several reasons. Exmar has the largest known user base
for a DSS in this domain, the users are accessible for research purposes, the marketing theory
and design decisions underlying the system are known and changes requested by users can
be built into future versions to provide an improved test bed for research.

The research proposition leads to two objectives, the first relating to the nature of the
improvement to marketing planning practice and the second exploring what constitutes an

appropriately designed and implemented system.
(1) The primary research objective is to explore what benefits, if any, are gained by users
of the Exmar prototype.

This includes exploring which barriers to marketing planning are reduced by the system,
if any, whether system use results in any other benefits or dysfunctional effects and whether
the benefits vary across organizations. The research is exploratory in that the system, its use
by organizations and the research instruments used are all at an early stage of development.



CRITICAL PROBLEMS IN MARKETING PLANNING 259

(2) The secondary research objective is to explore what aspects of the design and imple-
mentation of the system have led to these benefits and how they might be improved,
in the following areas.

(i) Marketing planning model: how the marketing planning process and relevant
marketing techniques are formalized to provide a basis for computerization.

(i) Nature of the system: how the system’s scope is defined, what nature of support
is provided by the system and how software technologies are applied to enable
this support.

(iii) System implementation: who uses the system and in what context, how the
system is introduced into the organization and how the system is applied.

(iv) Development method: how the system is developed, including how require-
ments are defined, what development process is followed, how user interface
design is approached and within what organizational and business context the
development occurs.

To place this paper in context, the stages of this long-term research project are as follows.

(1) Initial modelling: conceptual research to develop a marketing planning model as a basis
for computerization.

(2) Demonstrator development: development of an initial demonstrator system to explore
ideas on the nature of support offered by the system.

(3) Prototype development: development of a sufficiently robust prototype system to
allow evaluation in the field.

(4) First qualitative evaluation: a qualitative evaluation with six companies from different
market sectors, using semi-structured interviews and user-completed reports.

(5) Questionnaire: a survey of users exploring factors contributing to DSS success.

(6) Second qualitative evaluation: a set of user case studies, to complement the questionnaire.

(7) Full system specification: a third development iteration involving further modelling
and system design to incorporate feedback from the evaluation exercises.

The initial modelling, demonstrator and prototype development have been documented
previously (McDonald, 1990a,b; McDonald and Wilson, 1990, 1993). We will now turn
to the method and results from the first qualitative evaluation. The work in progress on subse-
quent stages is described in the final section.

First qualitative evaluation

Marketing managers from six companies were trained in how to use the software. They then
developed a marketing plan using the system within their organizations and wrote a report
on their conclusions. The companies were chosen to cover a variety of market sectors and
to incorporate capital, other industrial, consumer and service products. The vertical markets
covered were aerospace, engineering, consumer goods, computing, banking and insurance.

The results of feedback on the prototype from users during the development process
were used to define the categories under which information was to be collected. These
were incorporated in a report structure that the companies were asked to follow in their
reports. The report template included open-ended questions under each heading: the wording
of these followed questionnaire design guidelines in avoiding bias and so on. In addition,
13 semi-structured group interviews, typically lasting 3h, were carried out to gather
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background information on the companies and their planning and to explore selected areas

in more depth.
The reports received were rich and extensive. They did not all follow the report template

closely, however, covering in general subsets of the report’s questions. In analysing the
responses, it therefore proved useful to combine as well as contrast the information gained
from interviews and from the written reports, resulting in at least four full responses to most
categories. The data was summarized in an evaluation summary which followed the report
template’s headings.

Interviewing is subject to well-known dangers, particularly when the researchers have
another role for the interviewees, in this case as systems designers (MacIntyre (1978) provides
a persuasive parallel in health care). The use of user-completed reports as well as interviews
was intended to counteract this weakness to some extent through methodological pluralism

(Gill and Johnson, 1991). ‘ -

FINDINGS TO DATE
The findings are considered under the headings defined in the previous section.

Can decision support systems be used to improve strategic
marketing planning practice?

The views of the six participating companies constitute a qualitative assessment of user satis-
faction (O’Keefe, 1989). Five of the six companies were very positive on this point, reporting

benefits as follows.

(1) The systematic guidance through a logical process was thought to be very valuable.

This ensured that key aspects of planning were covered.
(2) The system also prompted for key data. This provided a useful central store for this

data and also highlighted areas where information was required, influencing activities
including market research and management information systems development.

(3) The system provided a ‘powerful visual display of key information’, aiding under-
standing and communication.

(4) The system ‘does not necessarily pinpoint the correct action, but highlights where
attention must be placed’. ‘Exmar provides the “fresh pair of eyes” that are essential
if planning is to be able to break the accepted truths that have been built up by the
organization’.

(5) The system ‘takes the “mystique” out of using marketing tools’.

The marketers also found the evaluation exercise useful, leading to ‘improved marketing
strategy through involvement in process’, due to new insights into the company’s position
and changed paper procedures.

The sixth company was more sceptical, although still sufficiently interested to wish to stay

involved. They warned that as the (prototype) system stood, ‘anyone able to work through
the steps . .. with the limited help given . . . would have sufficient information and expertise

to write a marketing plan anyway’. This company seemed substantially influenced by the
‘expert systems’ label that had been attached to the system, leading to expectations of a
‘cleverer’ system that were fed by advertising of other software. Their expectations were
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nevertheless useful in generating ideas for ways in which the system could add more value,
most of which have been included in the full system specification.

Several other companies thought that the ‘expert systems’ term raised the wrong expecta-
tions and should be dropped. One company described how their model of the system’s
objective had evolved from a highly proactive expert system to an electronic assistant helping
the human expert to add his/her judgement. The term ‘tool kit’ was used by another, while
a third described its role as providing a focal point for discussions on all topics of marketing
planning.

In conclusion: There is some evidence, in terms of user satisfaction, that decision support
systems can be used to improve strategic marketing practice.

If decision support systems can assist, how?

We consider briefly the support for the notion that system use reduces barriers to marketing
planning effectiveness.

(1) There is some support for the cognitive hypothesis that the system increases knowledge
and skills in marketing planning. Several companies reported having understood the
tools and techniques of marketing better and having improved paper-based procedures
as a result of using the system. These included the company sceptical about use of
the system itself. It is difficult however to isolate the effect of the use of the system
in itself from the effects of the users’ training and their involvement in the evaluation
exercise.

(2) The procedural impact of the system, in the encouragement of a plan features such
as better documentation of intervention, is also supported - again, indicated by user
comments as well as by changed procedures.

(3) Lack of innovation/non-recognition of alternatives: this was impacted by the system
during evaluation of the prototype software, users having reported that new insights
have been gained into their companies’ positions as a result. Users believed that this
would also occur in normal use.

(4) Roles people play: there is some evidence for the system impacting this, with several
companies becoming more ‘marketing planning friendly’ with system use. If attitudes
are too frozen, however, the system will not thaw them. An example is a company
involved in the earlier Exmar developments, which lost interest when the marketing
department was taken over by an accountant who did not consider marketing planning
worth a single internal meeting to discuss the club’s work. Recent changes in senior

-+ management have led to a reawakening of interest in Exmar.

(5) Hypotheses relating to organizational barriers are as yet open. There is some indication
from one company, involved in system development from an early stage, that the

system’s role as a catalyst for change in attitudes may have impacted positively on
organizational structure.

We will now consider the lessons on the nature of the support offered by the software, using
as headings the subsidiary research questions.
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Scope

Focus on strategy not tactics
Marketers can and do produce budgets and monitor their performance against budgets

adequately already.

Focus on the product/market dimension

The very act of defining market segments and product groups and defining critical success
factors for each market caused debate and fresh insights in many companies. The focus of
the analysis on product markets, how customers buy in the markets, the company’s perfor-
mance in the markets and the competition from others, acted as a catalyst to focus minds
on customers and ‘break the accepted truths that have been built up by the organization’.

Keep financial information high-level but complete
Collaborating companies were very aware of the dangers of bogging down the analysis by

excessive detail. There was nevertheless a desire in many companies to go beyond revenue
to some representation of cost and ‘profit’, at least in the sense of marketing contribution.

Marketing model

Use a model integrating techniques round their common data and organized round the

marketing planning process

A model was developed that integrated a number of key marketing techniques by defining
a common data model on which they drew for information. The benefit of this is that
information entered once by the user can be used multiply in different analyses. This reduces
the effort involved, increasing the depth of analysis. Organizing round a logical data model
also helps the user to understand the tools and techniques, by making transparent the inter-
relationships between techniques. Tying the tools and techniques to stages in a logical process
means that the user is encouraged to use appropriate tools at appropriate times, which reduces
learning barriers and enables the user to concentrate on interpretation.

Represent the model on paper to enable communication and validation of the

marketing theory

Diagrams were developed (McDonald, 1990a) to define 2 common representation around
which marketers and IT specialists could communicate. It was found necessary to adapt
standard systems analysis diagrams for this domain to make them more intuitive to marketers.
This use of standard systems analysis techniques is not universally advocated for decision
support systems, as some of the extensive ‘knowledge engineering’ literature for the develop-
ment of expert systems shows (Hickman et al., 1989). We believe, however, that the
communication barriers between the ‘expert’ and the systems developers in the Exmar work
before the author’s involvement started was at least partly due to the lack of a common
language. As DeMarco (1978) write in a classic systems analysis paper:

Since user and analysis have a long-standing history of failure to communicate, it is essential that
their discussions be conducted over some workable negotiating instrument, something to point
to as they labor to reach a common understanding. Their discussion concerns systems, both past
and present, so a useful system model is the most important aid to communication.
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The model itself is a research output from this study and will be described fully elsewhere.
Specific contributions to marketing theory from this study are as follows.

(1) Techniques interrelate in a surprisingly elegant and rich way. The complexity involved
provides an additional hypothesis as to why the techniques are not used more in
practice and provides incidentally an argument for the use of software technology as
an aid.

(2) The directional policy matrix has been developed to make it more usable and to avoid
common pitfalls in its use (McDonald, 1990b). For example, a clustering of circles
on top of each other, typically in the top left quadrant, was found to be frequent
in practice. This has been addressed by making the strength in the market axis relative
to the best of the competition (borrowing an idea from the Boston matrix), encour-
aging the user to spread out market attractive scores by gentle advice where necessary
and automatically scaling the axes. Users do not have to concern themselves witk: these
subtleties or with their implications such as the use of a logarithmic horizontal axis.

(3) Provisional conclusions have been reached on the relationship between Porter’s
definition of ‘differentiation’ and the use of critical success factors to model ‘strength

in market’, extending recent research into applying Porter’s (1980) work more
precisely (Speed, 1989; Sharp, 1991).

The nature of systems

Leave the user in control

This research supports the decision calculus school in the belief that the user should be left
in control of decisions (Little, 1970). This implies no hidden logic and little jargon. Users
should also be able to control the process they adopt in planning. The system can encourage
but it should not dictate. In sessions at which the authors have been present (normally as
facilitators), users have switched from one task to another, left the system to gain information,
made changes to illustrate a point to a colleague and so on. This implies a free interface,
almost certainly based on windowing technology, following the edict of the developers of
the seminal Xerox Star interface: ‘Never pre-empt the user’ (Bewley et al., 1983).

Guide the user through a logical planning process

Users nevertheless appreciate being guided through a logical process. This guidance is different
in nature from the support for rigorous clerical processes traditionally addressed by transaction
procéssing systems and from the totally free interface of 2 word processing package or a spread-
sheet. The approach to this has accordingly taken some time to evolve: the demonstrator was
too close to the former, the prototype to the latter and the full system specification we hope

about right. We speculate that this conclusion is generalizable to a number of decision support
domains.

Display information graphically to help understanding

Graphical display using marketing matrices and business graphics can in itself add value.

Differing views on the same information can help the user to gain perspective and come to
balanced conclusions.
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Semi-structured tasks imply a need to integrate text and data

Several companies emphasized the benefits of being able to relate data to text - for example,
the source of market size information, assumptions made in market size prediction, documen-
tation of how specific increases in revenue will be achieved and so on.

‘Hypertext’ is a computer science research area concentrating on ideas for displaying and
manipulating these mixed representations (Ritchie, 1993). This work has been drawn on for
this project by use of the NoteCards hypertext system in the demonstrator (Halasz et al.,
1987) and the Analyst system in the prototype. This reflects our belief that tasks such as
marketing planning are as much concerned with idea processing as they are with decision
making, the representation of ideas being naturally made in words and pictures as well as

numbers.

Explicit predictive models are not ‘necessary in order to add value
The software has so far not attempted to incorporate predictive models where volume, market
share or unit costs are dependent variables. This goes against the assumption in much DSS
literature, starting with Little (1970) and continuing with much of the expert systems school,
that predictive models are where computers can add value. This reflects, however, the advances
in user interfaces in the last 10 years and the consequent ability of systems to add value by
other means such as the effective display of information. This does not of course imply that
good predictive models could not be usefully incorporated where they can be defined.

Ensure the learning curve is low
The software will not get used otherwise. Making the software easier to learn must if necessary
be traded off against ease of use for experienced users.

Organizational fit

Use at any level of aggregation

Most user group members thought the system could contribute at different levels of detail
within their companies, from a corporate overview of key business sectors to in-depth studies
of individual market segments. One company thought this would enable them to decentralize
their planning internationally, spreading the expertise and ‘best practice’ of the central groups
and the more sophisticated business units to weaker parts of the business.

Don’t restrict use to the marketing department

Exmar has been used by chief executives, strategic planners and line managers, as well as by
marketing directors and managers. Two of the collaborating managers had strategic planning
titles: interestingly, this did not cause them to suggest a wider scope for the system, as the
tight focus on the product/market dimension was thought to be important. The software
was regarded by one company as valuable for getting line managers more involved in planning

and at an earlier stage in the planning process.

Don'’t restrict the mode of use more than necessary

Software should allow for a variety of contexts: performing specific analyses rather than
developing a complete plan, developing a plan over a number of sessions, leaving the system
to collect further information or perform other tasks, data entry by clerical staff and so on.
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All of these have been requested by managers. Software making more idealistic assumptions
about planning (such as the chemical company’s in-house software reviewed earlier) will not
be used as an integral part of the planning process.

The software built during this study has run on a single personal computer (PC), though
in practice it is often used with a cluster of users round a screen or displaying the screen
on to the wall with an overhead projector. The PC revolution has in part been caused by
the added sense of control users have over their own computer (Morxis et al., 1989). Enabling
users to exchange plans readily on a floppy disk has so far proved adequate and there has

been little pressure to extend the system to a multi user client-server architecture, though
no firm conclusions can be drawn on this point.

Development method
Use prototyping

Our experience supports the argument (Keen, 1980; Iivari and Karjalainen, 1989) that new
areas of application in decision support systems should be prototyped.

Development should be ‘expert driven’ as well as ‘user driven’

While the initial model was developed in close cooperation with a domain expert (one of
the authors), in much of the prototype software development the expert was less involved,
the software engineer (the other author) relying on feedback from potential users, in line with
conventional systems analysis theory. The problem with this approach is that in 2 domain
where management practice does not reflect the best of prescriptive theory, users don’t know
what they want - or in some cases, they know what they want but don’t know the marketing
formalisms to get it. The result is that the prototype is less easy to use than it could have
been. To this extent, we dispute the implementation process writers’ assumption (Keen, 1980)
that the objective of development is purely to produce a system that the users will use. Users

may need to be gently steered in 2 specific direction, as advocated by the ‘decision research’
school (Stabell, 1986).

Ensure the software is tailorable and adaptable

Management theory changes with time, as do companies’ procedures, information flows and
people. Software must therefore be capable of being adapted with time or being tailored to
a specific company - by programmers or preferably by users. A number of users confirmed
that_the introduction of marketing planning may involve compromises. Even if the will is
there, it may simply be impossible to set up the necessary information flows quickly. One
company expected to wait for years for some of the information requested by Exmar. There
may also be cases where the general textbook theory does not apply to a specific company.
A case in point is modelling in the financial services sector of the variables leading to revenue
in a product/market, traditionally ‘price’ and ‘volume’. Object-oriented programming is
claimed to aid considerably in ensuring that software is flexible and adaptable, largely through

the ease of software re-use due to the inheritance concept (Deutsch, 1989; Lazarev, 1991).
Our experience supports this.
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CONCLUSIONS AND FURTHER RESEARCH

The evaluation reported here has provided valuable guidance on what the features of a
marketing planning system should be in terms of scope, the underlying model of marketing
planning, user interface style and so on, in order to best assist with marketing planning. This
is guiding the further software development that is in progress.

The evaluation has produced evidence that software can lower some of the barriers to
marketing planning, particularly inadequate marketing knowledge and skills, poor documenta-
tion of the interventions that will be made, lack of innovation and non-recognition of alter-
natives, inadequate senior management involvement in the process of strategy formation and
poor cross-functional communication. Software can also clarify information requirements,
leading to better-targeted market research and clear requirements for internal information
systems.

This evidence is, however, tentative. The participants were using the system for evaluation
purposes and over a relatively short period of 3 months. This suggests further evaluation work
with ‘live’ users as a matter of priority.

Further research stages are under way that explore the experience of organizations who
have been using the prototype system for up to 3 years.

(1) A questionnaire is being circulated to the 35 companies using the prototype system,
who are mostly by chance in South Africa. The questionnaire is based on a theoretical
framework for research in decision support systems for marketing planning, which
has been derived by integrating previous IT/DSS research (e.g. Ives et al, 1980;
Sanders and Courtney, 1985; Snitkin and King, 1986; Money et al., 1988) with the
barriers to marketing planning described earlier. The objectives are to validate and
refine instruments for the measurement of system success and benefits, as a contribu-
tion to future research and as a first step in questionnaire analysis; to examine imple-
mentation factors affecting system success, such as user training and support and top
management support for the system; and to provide some indications of system success.

(2) Case studies are being conducted on ten companies, primarily by semi-structured
interviews, using Glaser and Strauss’ (1967) grounded theory approach to theory
generation and representation. Whereas the questionnaire is testing hypotheses that

" can be defined at this stage, these case studies are extending the theory itself through
a goal-free evaluation approach (Scriven, 1972).

We are still some distance, then, from conclusive evidence on the impact of software in
marketing planning. But although it is clear that software systems could never be a panacea,
there is much to encourage us that IT can contribute strongly to this vital field of managerial

practice.
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COMPUTER AIDED MARKETING PLANNING: THE EXPERIENCE OF EARLY
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ABSTRACT

Previous research with users of a decision support system for marketing planning generated
a number of potential benefits and success factors for achieving them. Using a multiple-case
study design, these were tested in four organisations using a range of systems, to assess the
.extent to which the previous results could be generalised. Benefits supported by the study
were that systems can: aid in the use of marketing tools through automated calculations,
graphics and guidance; facilitate group planning through support for fast iteration; aid the
integration of cross-functional and multiple-level analyses; and form the repository for live
electronic plans from which annual plans are a snapshot. Success factors supported were top
management support, sufficiently wide team definition, a system that is seen as empowering
rather than controlling, and definition of appropriate planning units. The study confirms the
potential of software for reducing some of the barriers to effective marketing planning
practice. Further research is needed to examine the areas where this study was inconclusive.
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COMPUTER AIDED MARKETING PLANNING: THE EXPERIENCE OF EARLY
ADOPTERS

INTRODUCTION

In Armstrong and Brodie’s (1994a and 1994b) challenging and much-discussed experiment on
the BCG matrix, subjects were asked to make a hypothetical investment decision in which
investing in the BCG ‘star’ would be less profitable than investing in the ‘dog’. Subjects
exposed to the BCG matrix were more likely to choose the less profitable investment.

Whether or not one regards the experiment as an “elaborate tautology”, given the way in
which the hypothetical situation was defined (Wensley 1994a), it highlights a number of
points on the nature of marketing theory and its dissemination - most obviously that marketing
theory needs evaluation and validation, and that marketing educators have a responsibility to
convey adequately the potential weaknesses of structures, frameworks, individual tools and
methodologies.

This paper concerns the effective application of existing theory by managers developing
marketing plans in the field, rather than the definition and development of that theory. But,
reflecting on what Armstrong and Brodie’s experiment did nof examine, several important
aspects of the relationship between marketing theory and practice seem to be highlighted:

1) Complexity of analysis. Much planning occurs within the context of considerable
uncertainty, in which the power of precise financial techniques is not available. In this
situation, individual marketing tools may be tried as a simplifying heuristic. But to counter
individual tool weaknesses, the use of several complementary tools may be necessary
(McDonald 1990), as well as the use of more complex versions such as the multi-factor
elaborations of the BCG matrix. Even when exact data is available, similar issues of
managing complexity arise in applying the financial analyses, which are also poorly
understood (Armstrong and Brodie 1994a).

2) Group planning. As ‘right’ answers are in short supply, decision-making is frequently the
result of a group process in which tools act as communication devices as much as decision-
making aids (Bowman 1991).

3) The live marketing model. Planning may be ad-hoc or continuous rather than occurring in
formal annual processes ( Bailey and Johnson 1994). The potential of marketing tools may
be as much to facilitate a commonly-held and evolving cognitive map (Langfield-Smith
1992) as to aid in particular decisions.

These issues add other dimensions of complexity to the issue of how best to support managers
in translating theory into practice. This paper considers one particular line of attack: the
potential of decision support systems for marketing planning. We examine whether systems
can help to manage the complexity of marketing tools, whether group planning is thereby
facilitated, and whether software can support the maintenance of a continuously-updated
marketing model of the business.

Building on earlier studies, we research the experience of early adopters of software in this
area, through four case studies. The Background section examines the grounds for applying
software to marketing planning. Objectives and Research Method sections are followed by a
Case Descriptions section which provides abbreviated accounts of the four cases. The
Integration of Findings section summarises the evidence against hypothesised benefits and
success factors for achieving them. The final sections provide a summary and suggestions for
the way ahead.



BACKGROUND

Although there is a wide body of broadly consistent prescriptive literature on how and why
marketing plans should be developed (eg Abell and Hammond 1979; McDonald 1995), the
empirical research into marketing planning is comparatively scant (Greenley 1987). The few
relevant studies suggest that when successfully applied, organisations gain a more market-
focused orientation, a greater preparedness to meet change, an improved marketing strategy,
and enhanced commitment to the strategy through improved communication and wider
involvement in the planning process (McDonald 1984).

In practice, however, most companies do not follow the textbooks, and do not achieve
these benefits. Although 70% of companies produce marketing plans, only 10-14% are
adequate when judged even in the most lenient terms by established theory (Greenley 1982
and 1983; McDonald 1984). A number of the studies have shed light on why there is such a
large gap between theory and practice, identifying barriers that frequently prevent effective
marketing planning (Hopkins 1981; Ames 1968; Stasch and Lanktree 1980; McDonald 1984,
Leppard 1987; Hooley et al 1984). The barriers can be grouped into six areas:

e Roles people play. Senior management's support for marketing planning and participation
in the process seem to be essential, as is adequate cross-functional involvement.

o Cognitive. Some organisations are hampered by inadequate knowledge and skills, or by a
lack of innovation and a non-recognition of alternative strategies.

e Systems and procedures. These may be inappropriate in areas such as the manner in which
marketing planning is introduced, inflexible application of a "textbook" process to an
organisation, and the provision for following through marketing strategies to tactics.

e Resources. Planning can fail due to a shortage of adequate time, money or other resources.

o Organisational environment/culture. The organisation's structure or short-term reward
systems may mitigate against successful planning. The culture may stifle idea generation or
openness, or may reduce planning activities to an internal, political operation.

e Data. Shortage of the relevant information can render planning meaningless.

Are there grounds for hoping that decision support systems (DSS) can reduce some of these
problems with marketing planning in practice? Surveys indicate (Morris et al 1989, Shaw
1994) that computerisation of the marketing function has to date concentrated on operational
rather than strategic applications. Support for marketing planning is in the main restricted to
the provision of some relevant information from operational systems, supplemented by the use
of personal productivity tools for document creation, presentation authoring and so on. This
picture is confirmed by the small number and penetration of commercial products targeted at
marketing planning and marketing strategy, and the similarly small number of bespoke systems
developed by organisations for internal use.

The notion that decision support systems could remove some of the barriers to effective
marketing planning is thus largely unexplored in the market-place. To investigate whether it is
a fundamentally plausible hypothesis, we consider briefly each group of marketing planning
barriers, to see whether similar problems have been reduced by DSS use in other areas of

managerial activity.

s Roles people play: Use of group decision support systems can lead to greater participation
among members of a group (Pinsonneault and Kraemer 1989), suggestmg that a wider

involvement in marketing planning could result.
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¢ Cognitive: Decision support systems have in some cases led to a greater depth of analysis
and consideration of a wider range of alternatives (Sainfort et al 1990; Dickmeyer 1983).
Systems may also have a teaching role (Little 1970, Van Horn 1990).

o Systems and procedures: Decision support systems can be helpful in structuring group
planning exercises (Nunamaker et al 1988). In this domain, there would need to be some
flexibility in the process supported by the system, with a shared responsibility for the
planning process between the system and the user (Luconi et al 1986).

e Resources:. Although many case studies claim that the systems they describe save time
(Bayer et al 1991; Alpar 1991), experimental results are inconsistent on this point
(Pinsonneault and Kraemer 1989).

¢ Organisational environment/culture: Nunamaker et al (1988) found that system use made
participants in planning sessions less restrained in their dialogue by organisational roles
and responsibilities, and less likely to be intimidated by their colleagues' status. This
resulted in a greater openness.

¢ Data: The role of computer systems in providing a convenient central point for data and
allowing more efficient dissemination is well researched (Jarvenpaa 1985), though an
internal system will not of itself generate external information.

With some of the barriers to successful marketing planning, then, there is little reason to
believe that computer systems could help, and it is likely that these barriers must be reduced
by other means. In other cases, however, there are parallels from other domains where
decision support systems have been of assistance. This suggests that it is worth investigating
whether the same holds true in marketing planning.

Cranfield’s previous research

Cranfield's research to date has concentrated on the development (McDonald and Wilson
1990) and exploratory evaluation (McDonald and Wilson 1993; Wilson and McDonald 1994)
of a system named EXMAR. The development of a prototype system was sponsored by ten
British companies in a DTI club, who then used the system on a trial basis. By 1993, the
prototype was in use in 35 companies in South Africa, who had purchased copies from the
previous owners of the system, despite the fact that it was developed for research purposes
and not intended for sale. This provided the opportunity to investigate how companies fared in
applying the system to live marketing planning. An exploratory evaluation was carried out by
means of ten interview-based case studies and a small scale survey.

This exploratory study suggested a number of benefits which appear to be gained by some
companies from using the system, and a number of factors influencing whether a company
received these benefits. These are summarised in the first columns of Table 1 and Table 2. As
the benefits were derived inductively using a goal-free evaluation approach (Scriven 1972),
their relationship with the marketing planning barriers we have examined is a loose one. Table

1 nevertheless groups the benefits according to the barrier group most likely to be impacted by
the benefit.

RESEARCH OBJECTIVES

The previous research was limited by being restricted to one particular system. The research
reported here addresses this through a study of four companies using different systems in the
UK, to establish the extent to which the previous results can be generalised.

Our research proposition is that an approprately designed and implemented decision
support system can improve marketing planning practice. This leads to two objectives, the first
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relating to the nature of the improvement to marketing planning practice, the second to

exploring how these improvements are best to be gained.

1. 7o establish what benefits, if any, are gained by users of DSS for marketing planning. This
includes which barriers to marketing planning are reduced by systems, if any, and whether
system use results in any other benefits or dysfunctional effects. The hypothesised benefits
arising from the previous research are summarised in the first column of Table 1.

2.To examine what aspects of the design and implementation of the systems have led to these
benefits, and how they might be improved, in the areas of:

- System implementation: Who uses the system, and in what context; how the system is
introduced into the organisation; how the system is applied

- Development method: How the system is developed, including how requirements are defined

. and what development process is followed.
A summarised list of hypothesised factors contributing to achievement of benefits is given in

the first column of Table 2.

RESEARCH METHOD

Overview
A multiple-case study design was used (Yin 1984). In-depth case studies were conducted on

four organisations using a variety of systems. This approach allowed the research both to test
the extent to which previous results could be generalised, and to suggest how hypotheses
could be modified where the hypotheses did not fit the data, through the depth of data
gathered.

The logic for such an approach has been expounded under the heading of analytic induction
(Manning 1982, Gill and Johnson 1991), whereby the hypotheses are assessed for each case in
turn. Where a hypothesis does not fit the facts, the hypothesis is reformulated, or its range of
applicability is limited to exclude those cases that defy explanation. The next case is then
considered against the revised hypotheses (Denzin 1970). For the purpose of brevity in this
paper, however, the data for all cases is presented here in terms of its match to the initial
hypotheses, with a discussion of where hypotheses are supported, and if not, how they might

be modified.

Case selection and data collection
The systems studied provided marketing planning support for multiple products and markets,

including support for analysis tools such as portfolio matrices, support for “what-if” modelling
of the impact of marketing strategies, and in one case, direct assistance with production of a
marketing plan document. Other categories of software of relevance to marketing planning
listed in Wilson and McDonald (1994) were omitted: these can be summarised as product
marketing planning software, aimed at product managers and analysing one product-market;
corporate planning systems with a marketing dimension; and individual marketing technique
packages, that support individual tools and techniques with litle or no attempt to integrate the
tools or to provide a planning framework.

The organisations selected had used a system for at least six months. Three organisations
used bespoke systems developed internally or commissioned for their own use, while the
fourth used the EXMAR system, in conjunction with bespoke software for econometric
modelling. The sample included a mix of successful and unsuccessful applications of DSS
technology (one case arguably providing both), providing a combination of enumerative
induction - looking for the number and variety of instances going in the same direction - and
eliminative induction - looking to bound the generality of conclusions by testing against
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alternatives (Miles and Huberman 1994). Bloor (1978) similarly argued that there is a need to
examine cases where the phenomenon (here, benefits from DSS technology) does not occur,
in order to check that the presumed causes (here, an appropriate system plus various success
factors) are necessary and sufficient.

The primary unit of analysis is the team involved in marketing planning in a strategic
business unit, whether aided by a DSS or not. Within this team, interviews were therefore held
with staff in a marketing or strategic planning role, with relevant line managers and with any
staff facilitating the use of the DSS. A total of 14 interviews were carried out, ranging from
one to three hours. Further data sources were used where available, including marketing plans
and internal marketing planning manuals.

In addition, one case study (case D) included participant observation as well as formal
interviews. A researcher worked with the company for seven days to act as trainer and
facilitator. In addition to the collection of documents, notes were made on all aspects of the
work in progress. This element of participant observation in the study helped to counteract the
interviews' potential weakness of relying on reported events. An action research approach to
information systems has been recommended for research into the application of new
technologies (Wood-Harper 1985). It is subject, however, to the well-known difficuities of
action research. It is believed that the resulting understanding has nevertheless helped to
interpret and balance the data arising from the interviews, achieving a measure of
methodological triangulation (Denzin 1978).

Data analysis

The interviews were tape-recorded and transcribed, then annotated for the match against the
hypothesised benefits and success factors, occasions where the respondent appeared to have
been influenced in their response by the interviewer, and a variety of other observations. Case
descriptions were drawn up to summarise the impact of the system in each case, without
reference to the hypotheses - these are summarised in the next section, to provide an
overview of each case. Tables were then drawn up for each case summarising the evidence
against the hypotheses, including relevant quotations, and where appropriate, noting how the
hypotheses might require modification. These tables have been compressed into the summary
tables 1 and 2.

Particular attention was paid to plausible rival hypotheses (Campbell 1984). These include:

e That a benefit is caused by the introduction of the marketing planning process or tools that
are incorporated into the system, rather than by the system itself

e That a benefit is caused by the presence and actions of a facilitator, rather than by the
system

o That benefits in second and subsequent uses of the system are attributable to the learning

impact of using the system on the first occasion, and would equally well be received in the
absence of the system.

Evidence was sought to rule out these rival hypotheses - for example, by comparing planning
exercises conducted with system support with previous or subsequent exercises conducted
without it, but where a similar paper-based process and/or a facilitator were used. Where the
rival hypothesis was also consistent with the data, the case was regarded as inconclusive on

the benefit in question, even if the interviewees were of the opinion that the system had caused
the benefit.



CASE DESCRIPTIONS
This section provides an overview of each of the four cases. The cases are combined and

assessed against the hypothesised benefits and success factors in the following section. In a
paper of this kind, it is obviously not possible to report all the data collected. Whilst the case
overviews below are inevitably selective, the analysis summarised in the next section, and the
conclusions reached, draw on the complete data collected over the nine-month study.

Case A: R&D in a pharmaceuticals company

The attrition rate of new product developments in the pharmaceutical industry is high,
development timescales are long and the R&D investment in a single product can be very
large. Not surprisingly, the international marketing group of this pharmaceuticals
multinational has changed its focus quite dramatically over the last few years, from
concentrating on promotions and sales support for existing products, to spending much of its
effort on providing a commercial input to research and development.

The R&D portfolio is overseen by a board level NPD committee, which holds a two-day
review twice a year. Until recently, the committee was comprised mainly of senior technical
staff. Then the international marketing group was given a seat at the table. This forced them
to consider carefully how best to represent their views on the main issues in each therapy area
from a marketing perspective. After some investigation, the marketing group decided the
directional policy matrix was the appropriate focus to their input to the committee.

Initially the use of the DPM was prototyped on paper, with basic software support using a
spreadsheet. A consultant experienced in use of the DPM was enlisted to help refine the
methodology. The local company serving the largest market, the USA, was closely involved in
defining factors and weights. Scoring criteria were defined to standardise the scoring.

A software system was then developed to automate the use of the tool, performing
calculations and displaying the matrix. The system also integrated this market-focused
summary with various other charts providing technical and financial perspectives, providing an
integrated portfolio planning system for the NPD committee. These included a ‘development
pipeline’ chart of the projected release date of new products against their anticipated business
strength; an R&D costing system to facilitate budgeting and control; a long-term forecast for
existing and new products; and a chart summarising manufacturing risk under the two
dimensions of the risks in successfully formulating the drug, and the risks involved in moving
from the laboratory to bulk drug production. These are shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1. R&D Portfolio Planning System
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After two and a half years of development and use, the marketing managers were in a position
to reflect on the system’s utility, aided by an internal survey of those in receipt of its outputs.
One impact of the system was greater consensus. The strategic planning manager said: “The
portfolio review is more formalised in that we get transatlantic cross-functional teams together
to put the final version in a form that we are happy with. The teams do their bit first. They
come to a meeting with an agreed view so you don’t get the usual internecine bickering.”
Could this collection of data as an input to the DPM not be done equally well on paper? “We
did a Delphi exercise for the factor weights. It was a successful way of gaining consensus and
defending the weights that resulted. Factor scoring, however, is difficult without the benefit of
a facilitator. For that, you really need something that’s instant and on-line.” This was partly
because the system made life easier for the facilitator: “The beauty of that is that you do it
once. I’ve done it on paper and it’s tough - you come back with mounds of paper.” But it was
also because with software support, ideas were explored as they occurred, either before the
meeting or during it, and managers would build confidence in the model as they saw how their
views would influence the matrix.

Another advantage of software support was in moving away from one-off planning towards
the concept of a contimuously updated marketing model of the new product portfolio.
Whenever and wherever a planning exercise was held for a part of the portfolio, the updated
data could be consolidated into the central system’s database. Before each review, a snapshot
would be taken, allowing the model to be modified freely in response to the discussion within
the review session. This building of the model over time could also apply to qualitative data.
Previously, “we were making decisions but we weren’t recording how we made them or the
assumptions behind them. Our corporate memory was zero”. The software prompted for
words along with numeric data, to record the rationale for the numbers entered. The
prompting for data also resulted in data collection activities, which over time were improving
the quality of the model. A market research manager reported that the company had joined a
syndicated study collecting information on a range of disease areas, as an input to the DPM.

The international marketing team had worked hard to obtain the commitment of the
organisation’s managers in its major countries, through involving them in the development
process and the data input. As well as the benefits that might be gained by the countries
themselves, this was necessary in order to obtain good quality data - “It’s not the culture of
this company to insist - and anyway you can’t, truthfully.” An exception, in the view of one
manager at least, was Japan, where “the culture is such that if someone at HQ says we want
you to do this, they do.” For providing inputs to the DPM, therefore, they were regarded as
the first and most effective organisation. The notion that the quality of Japanese input was less
dependent on their conviction of the value of the exercise than that for other countries was
not, however, corroborated by interviews with Japanese managers.

Case B: Marketing planning in an animal health company

One of the world’s leading animal health companies had grown by acquisition. A regional
managing director from one taken-over company was appointed as Vice-President responsible
for marketing strategy. He and his European marketing manager, also new to the organisation,
wanted to broaden the organisation’s understanding of marketing and coordinate the
knowledge of the customer base. Their first move was to ask a consultancy to audit the
company’s marketing. The result was a set of marketing planning procedures, and a project to
develop a software system to automate some of the planning.




The software was developed over a few months in time for the next planning cycle. The
system incorporated a hierarchy of regions, countries, markets and segments. Within these
units of analysis, the system prompted for data on market size and sales, customer-facing and
competitor-facing success factors per market, needs and opportunities, looking ten years
ahead. The system performed calculations, aggregating data from the segment level to market,
country and regional levels, and included a version of the GE/McKinsey matrix, although the
graphics were limited to allocating markets to one of nine cells.

Within a few more months, the software was delivered to twenty-eight countries, and data
was collected and consolidated centrally. This was a painful process for the data providers:
“The software that was developed had a tremendous number of bugs in it. It was an absolute
nightmare. We were persecuted by the countries saying this isn’t working.”

Nevertheless, for the central planners, “we used that information to build up a very nice
picture. For the first time ever we found out where we were going. We had a much better
sense of needs, we had a much better sense of who our customer was. And we started to see
what our priorities would be. From that point of view strategists in the company were very
happy that we had succeeded.” For the countries, though, working with such flawed software
“was like having a bad illness, and we hope it doesn’t come back.”

The strategic marketing team, however, were never able to revise the software to remove its
bugs. Within weeks of the completion of the initial planning exercise, a major consultancy was
appointed to undertake a full strategic review of the organisation. Two of the marketing
managers who had been closely involved with the system were seconded to the consultancy’s
team to assist with the review. The GE/McKinsey matrix was just what the consultancy had in
mind. The market and product heirarchies that had been laboriously defined for the computer
system formed an appropriate starting-point, providing a view of the organisation which was
perceived to have saved much time. The data itself was collected again on paper. According to
a marketing manager, though, the consultants did not look at the software for unknown
reasons, despite the re-use of much of the thinking behind it. The consultants were not,
however, interviewed to explore their version of events.

At any rate, two years on, significant reductions had been made in the workforce, and the
system had not been used again. The global strategy team felt that several lessons had been
learnt, and had modified their approach accordingly. Apart from using software before it had
been properly debugged - the software having been developed in short timescales and on a
very limited budget - a mistake had been made in providing so little assistance and feedback to
the country managers who provided information. “We never really had time to do any follow-
up work. We just kept going back for more information, and we were just continuing to ask
questions rather than provide answers.” There had also been insufficient training and
facilitation for users of the system, and the software itself did not maximise the value that
could be given to the data providers, providing in particular limited graphical display.

The European marketing manager, now promoted to director level, now acted as the
facilitator for team-based strategy formation exercises, each focusing on one product-market.
The managers with whom he dealt were now not seen as providers of information, but rather
as providers of ideas and thinking. He had not tried to use the software again. He was just in
the process of putting the data collected during the strategic review into an off-the-shelf
executive information system, and asking managers to update it. Although this did not include
marketing analyses such as portfolio matrices, it had the advantages relative to the bespoke
system of being reliable, easy to use and flexible, and he felt he could fill in the marketing gaps
himself through his facilitation. It was also based on Microsoft Windows, allowing integration
with other packages. Although he would have liked a system to produce further graphical
presentations of some of the relevant information, such as the trade-off between the size of the
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opportunity for a new treatment and the time period to bring it to market, it was easier to set
up the executive information system from scratch than to endeavour to fix and enhance the
bespoke system.

This manager who had been involved in the project from the system’s conception
summarised its history succinctly. “The concept was fantastic, the execution was diabolical
and the follow-through was non-existent.”

Case C: International operations of a pharmaceutical company

The Director, International Operations of this pharmaceutical company was responsible for
sales into over 100 countries outside Europe, North America and Japan. He wanted a means
to provide a rational basis for resource allocation between countries, based on a shared model
of future market potential. “It came about because I was very concerned about the allocation
of resources in marketing, which I felt were always massively orientated towards historical
practice, with executives in general tending to do a bit more of what they had done before.”
Having travelled very extensively over the years, “I was able to compare mentally what we
were doing in South Korea with what we were doing in Argentina. But that was an individual,
personalised thing. What I was seeking to achieve was at the very least a common way of
looking at key aspects of the business on the part of the senior management team as a whole.”

A marketing consultancy recommended the use of the Directional Policy Matrix for this
purpose, and developed a system to automate its use. The system prompted for scores for
each country on a set of common critical success factors and market attractiveness factors.
These factors gave the Operations Director the forward orientation he wanted. “In choosing
the factors and weightings you could put far more emphasis on the future development of the
market than the historical development - the way that price controls were going in a territory,
the way that intellectual property was going, the likely future movements of per capital
income, and so on.” Rigorous scoring criteria were developed to ensure that scores for each
market were made on the same basis. Reasons for the score, sources of data and other notes
could be recorded in words. A matrix could then be displayed for a region of the world, or any
other selection of countries, for any year. Scenarios could be created with differing scores. A
financial matrix provided a contrasting view, showing each country in terms of the company’s
key objectives of return on sales and compound annual growth rate. A set of paper-based
planning procedures complemented the system by prompting for other marketing planning
information, as shown in Figure 2.

Figure 2. Contrasting marketing and financial perspectives
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Following demonstration of the prototype version of the system, the software was distributed
to coincide with the planning cycle, and regional managers were asked to fill in the data.
Diskettes were sent back to Head Office, where the system automatically combined them



together into an integrated database from which any countries could be selected for
comparison.

The Operations Director then used the system in meetings of his senior management team
when particular issues or areas were discussed. “The use of software, with its ability to handle
multi-component analysis very quickly, which managers aren’t always good at, enabled them
to see the business in different ways, and to ask questions on a what-if basis that could be
instantly inputted and shown. And they could say ‘I don’t think that factor is weighted
correctly’, and they could change the scoring and see what happened to the overall
competitive market trends, and just get the feeling of what was important. This, I think, really
did change people’s minds, because they could see the impact of doing things differently on
likely results five years out much more easily than they could before.”

In his view, the result was a “consistent vision and a shared understanding of what’s
important. So when you had £100m to go around and you needed £500m what everybody
wanted to do, it made those conversations much more sensible.” A useful side-effect was
enhanced credibility: “Here was a way of demonstrating unequivocally the professionalism
with which future markets were being assessed, and therefore aiding the credibility of those
operations, so I had less difficulty in getting the overall funding allocation that I wanted.”

In retrospect, the process of system development and implementation was not entirely
smooth, however. The consultancy and the company agreed that mistakes had been made. The
first problem was that the prototyping approach to systems development resulted in a first
version that, while functionally well-matched to the company’s needs, was slow and
unreliable. The consultancy were “extremely good, I must say, at following it up”, and a
system rewrite corrected these problems, but not until the regional and country managers had
battled with software bugs in the first year, at some cost to the system’s reputation. Did the
consultancy think the software had been rolled out too soon? “It might have been. The
problem was that we were driven by the planning cycle. The company was facing urgent
investment decisions.” Some steps had been taken to lighten the burden on operating
managers: the data was now updated by an HQ staff member, who requested information as
necessary from the relevant country, while the accompanying paper planning procedures had
been slimmed down from their initial detail, regarded with hindsight as “too great and
irrelevant”.

The second, related problem related to gaining prior commitment to the system’s
philosophy from operational managers. The consultant reported: “We achieved the first goal
of any of these sorts of innovations, which was that we got the top management buy-in. But
we probably understimated the importance of senior management buy-in. And we probably
with hindsight should have spent more time - we spent a lot of time but it still wasn’t enough -
with senior management, on making sure they understood why strategic marketing planning
was necessary, what were the key issues involved in strategic marketing planning, and why the
DPM was an appropriate tool, and the implications of it being computerised. Because it
became very clear that actually, even senior management understand relatively little about the
broader aspects of strategic planning outside their own immediate areas of responsibility. I
don’t think we ever got into the hearts, minds and souls of the operating managers. That’s the
most concerning thing. Perhaps it takes longer.” The result was varying degrees of enthusiasm
and system use depending on the managers concerned.

Although the system’s regional success was patchy, then, its utility centrally was clear.
While some said that the software saved time due to automated calculations, ease of iteration
and so on, could it not be argued that the time it took to deal with software development and
use outweighed these savings? The International Director, who had by this stage also taken on
the world-wide marketing responsibility for the Group, said: “I have no patience at all for the
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second view. What that tells me is that they are not dealing with very complicated markets. If
you’ve got, as in my case, over 100 markets, with huge product ranges, multi pricing, multi
currencies, multi differentials in growth or decline rates, apart from all the other factors that
we’ve got in there of a political or economic nature, there’s no way you are going to be able
to handle that in a pen-driven way. And the second point I would make is that you only need
one flash of illumination out of a what-if simulation to be worth all the time that you’ve spent.
Furthermore, all you needed was one solid agreement on the part of the key regional managers
to really do differently as a result of considering what factors really mattered, and you’re miles
ahead.”

Case D: strategy formation in a meat products company

“Most companies talk about the re-organisation they had. We have one every eighteen
months, so it’s very hard to look at what’s happening in the business.” This financial controller
was explaining some of the background to a marketing planning exercise that was still in
progress. Although the organisation essentially sold meat sourced from one animal in one
country, it had until recently operated as four trading divisions, for fresh meat, cooked meat,
canned meat and other products. Each division had its own sales force and its own strategy.
Now the divisions had been combined, and the new management team felt the need to revisit
the priorities for the business. In the financial controller’s view, “Part of the problem in the
past has been sub-optimisation - four organisations going away and optimising themselves, not
necessarily to the benefit of the business as a whole.” The need for priorities also applied to
the marketing team specifically. The small team had acquired extra responsibilities with no
major change to their resources.

A funding offer from the government of the country supplying the meat provided the
opportunity to obtain some external consultancy. The resulting project began with
econometric modelling for some of the key markets. The factors driving market size and
market share were explored through modelling of the last few years’ data. The modelling
found the sensitivity of size and share to variables such as price, promotions, advertising,
consumer spending and adverse health publicity - this last measured by the number of
government press releases concerning BSE.

The company then sought a means of integrating the data that had been gathered as a basis
for strategy definition. The consultant suggested using the EXMAR marketing planning
system for this purpose. The marketing team went through the system’s initial stages of
defining products and markets, conducting an audit of the current situation, and forecasting
what the situation would be at the end of the planning period on current trends, if no remedial
action was taken. The work focused on SWOT analysis and the Directional Policy Matrix,
building up a current picture and a forecast picture. Although information was taken from all
available sources, including the econometric models, competitor analysis, and consumer
survey data, their integration was achieved by judgement and consensus. See Figure 3.
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Figure 3. Strategy formation in meat products company
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Over most of a day’s meeting, the board then reviewed and refined this initial model, to check
particularly on areas where the marketing team had less experience. As the staff who knew
how to operate the system were not available, however, this exercise was conducted by hand-
writing on OHP slides, which had been prepared from data taken from the system.

The next step would be to define marketing objectives and strategies where the forecast
scenario was not acceptable. It was intended that the marketing team would draft these, based
on overall guidance from the board. Some initial work had already been done using the
system. The marketing director anticipated that the resulting plan would be more believable
and acceptable as a result of the board’s involvement in the earlier stages. “Because of the
work that’s been done with the rest of the members of the team, they will have the confidence
that whatever strategy that we come with will be a realistic one.” The planning work had
already had some operational impacts, resulting for example in a price increase in one area.

For the marketing director, a key advantage of the process that was being followed was the
involvement of the whole management team. “The problem with the written plan is that it
becomes the ownership of the marketing department, and we have to hope that everyone else
in the company would read the marketing plan. My concern is that it wouldn’t always get read
by other parts of the company. Where the models have helped is that we have actually used
them in conjunction with all members of the management team. So the managing director is
involved, the production director is involved, NPD is involved and so on. I think it unlikely
that that would have happened with our old system of us sitting down and writing.”

The same manual process could be followed without software assistance, however, and
indeed the board reviewed some data without the system. Regarding whether the software
made any difference, one manager cited the educational value of the instant graphical display
incorporated into the system. “If you see the computer one first, you can understand the paper
one afterwards. But if you try to do it the other way round, it’s conceptually much harder.
The MD has an MBA, as I do, but the rest of the team may not have seen it in concept, or
they have seen Boston but not the DPM, so it’s quite hard to work from the numbers
upwards. It’s much easier to work backwards from the pictures.” The marketing director also
felt that while the board’s review of factor scores had not suffered excessively from the lack of
software support, this support would be important for strategy definition. “Having worked
manually through current and forecast figures, I can definitely see the value of the computer to
go on and look at strategy. Because it would be impossible - we’d constantly have to break
the meeting for one person to do the manual work. Whereas with a computer, if we said, ‘let’s

12



invest £100,000 in another variety packing machine - what effect will that have?’, you would
see it then and there.”

Having worked with the hard data of an econometric model, did the managers not feel that
the judgemental modelling of analyses such as the DPM was flawed by its subjectivity? The
marketing director argued that the numbers entered, although judgemental, were based a
wealth of external data brought to the table by the management team, which was combined
through discussion. The marketing manager concurred: “But that’s the way people manage
companies. At the end of the day all decision making is based around a team of people. So if
you can do something to make that more focused and more effective in terms of everybody
looking at things in the same way and considering the same parameters, there’s a lot of value.”

INTEGRATION OF FINDINGS

Benefits

As we have discussed, the authors’ previous research generated a number of hypothesised
benefits that may be gained by users of decision support systems for marketing planning. Table
1 summarises the extent to which the four case studies support these hypotheses. The benefits

are grouped according to the group of marketing planning barriers most likely to be impacted
by the benefit.

Key to Table 1

+, ++ The benefit has occurred in this case. ++ indicates clear evidence, + indicates some indication. Factors used

in assessing include consistency of story from different interviewees; the substantiation of interviewees’

evidence; the plausibility of rival hypotheses

- — Dysfunctional effect on benefit area, where the system has made the relevant variable worse. - Indicates
clear evidence, - indicates some indication. Allocation as for + and ++.

X No effect on benefit area despite conditions where the benefit has an opportunity to be present (eg, for group
planning benefits, the planning has been done by a group).

SF No effect on benefit area - attributable to known success factors being absent

NA Benefit area does not apply (eg group planning benefits where system used by individual)

DK Insufficient data to assess. Reasons include inadequate exploration of issue in interviews; inconclusive

replies; the system impact cannot be separated from other possible causes
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Table 1. Support for hypothesised benefits

Benefit Case A Case B Case C Case D

Roles peaple play

Support group ++ Consensus NA Not used by ++ Live what-if’s + Without system,

planning, focusing building is helped by | group gave “a consistent “discussion gets

debate & improving | the on-line vision and a shared pulled in every

Consensus exploration of ideas understanding” conceivable angle”

Ease integration of | ++ System integrates | DK No integration ++ Integrates DK No attempt to

functional R&D, financial, tried as far as is finance, mkting. integrate known as

perspectives marketing info known yet

Cognitive

Support use of ++ Tool use better + Aided central ++ Paper use of tools | + Tools can be used

marketing tools than on paper. strategists in viewed as on paper, but

through calculations, | Technique combining data from | impractical: previous | computer preferred

graphical display, interrelationships many managers in company experience | for ease, particularly

guidance on use also managed DPM analysis etc cited in strategy defn.

Aid individual and DK An aim, at least. | x Champion claimed | DK Aim of “transfer | + Claimed to help

group learning about | Mktg mgr: “Real use | no learning occurred | of best practice” but | with understanding

marketing planning | is culture change” - lack of facilitator? hard to assess of tools

Systems/procedures

Enable live mkting ++ System updated SF Software quality + Ad-hoc exercises NA Not in use for

model with periodic | periodically for NPD | prevented any reuse started with last long enough to apply

snapshots for plans reviews available plan

Manage complexity | NA System used at ++ Consolidation ++ Assisted cross- DK Two levels,

of multi-level plans | one level gave“view of world” | SBU resource alloc. system’s role unclear

Improve plan + Greater consensus | DK Strategists’ + Use of system of DK Confidence prob

Jjustification, said to increase credibility with itself improved improved, but could

credibility and credibility of outputs | consultants may have | credibility of be process rather

confidence been helped planning outputs than system

Structure the NA System doesn’t + and - Encouraged | NA System organised | + “It helps having

planning process include explicit prod/mkt defns, but round specific tools some framework” so
process structure could rather than an this year’s planning

hamper creativity explicit process “more structured”

Resources

Save time, + Comments SF Software quality + Clear belief time DK Mainly

particularly on included time savings | poor, so hard touse. | saved. Limited basis | anticipated rather

revisions for facilitator No revisions for comparison than realised savings

Organisational

environment/culture

Increase marketing | DK Little direct SF View stated that | DK Little direct + Mkting dir:“It’s

planning confidence | comment better system would | evidence also quite

and enthusiasm help confidence motivating”

Data

Identify critical data | + Market research +“Highlighted treme- | DK Little direct DK Data gathering

requirements, commissioned; ndous deficiencies in | comment happening anyway.

improving accuracy, | qualitative data more | data”. But paper ma- System not known to

availability available nual might have too have caused more
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Benefits supported by cases
Within this group of benefits, at least one case provided clear support for the benefit, while no

case provided contradictory evidence.

Support use of marketing tools. Systems can aid in the use of marketing tools such as
portfolio matrices through automated calculations, graphical display and on-line guidance on
the tools’ inputs, assumptions and interpretation. In cases A and C, a comparison with
previous paper-based planning strengthened the evidence. Case D, where system use is at an
earlier stage, was less clear-cut, suggesting that while tools can be used on paper, this is more
difficult, particularly when iteration is at a premium.

Support group planning. With the exception of case B, where the system was not used by a
group, the systems facilitated collaborative planning workshops through the support for fast
iteration, and through providing a common focus and agenda for the meeting.

Enable live marketing model. Cases A and C confirmed the notion that a system can form
the repository for “live” electronic plans, updated periodically, from which annual snapshots
are taken for formal presentation. This vision, representing a significant change from paper-
based planning, is not as yet fully realised in any of the organisations studied, however.

Ease integration of functional perspectives. The hypothesis that the electronic format can
assist the integration of marketing models with data from other functions was supported by
cases A and C. The other cases provided no evidence on this issue.

Manage the complexity of multiple-level planning. In cases B and C, the system assisted
with multiple levels of planning, through consolidation of data and, in case C, through the
provision of facilities to cut the data in different ways according to the analysis required. While
case D involved two planning levels, there was no clear reason to suppose that the system’s
role in managing the limited complexity involved was an important one.

Benefits with limited support
Within this group, while the research is consistent with the hypothesised benefit, rival

hypotheses cannot be ruled out. Often this is because of the difficulty of isolating the effect of
the system from the effect of the process that is frequently introduced simultaneously.

Improve plan justification, credibility and confidence. Managers in cases A and C felt the
system had improved the credibility of the resulting strategies, partly as a result of greater
consensus, and partly because the use of a system, perhaps irrationally, gave an impression of
professionalism and thoroughness. Cases B and D were inconclusive.

Save time, particularly on revisions. In case A, time savings were cited for the facilitator. In
case C, the volume of work involved in analyses without computer support was cited as
impractical. In case B, the degree of unreliability and poor training may account for the
absence of reported time savings.

Identify critical data requirements. Although two cases (A and B) discussed data gathering
as a result of system use, it is difficult to be sure whether this would have equally occurred
with equivalent paper-based procedures.

Increase marketing planning confidence and enthusiasm. There were some comments in
case D indicating a greater enthusiasm for marketing planning resulting from the sense of
progress when inputs could be quickly viewed graphically. In case B, this benefit was expected
from systems but not gained from the flawed system developed.
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Benefits with mixed support
Here, the hypothesis may need revision, as the evidence from the cases is mixed.

Aid individual and group learning about marketing planning. The spread of “best practice”
was a system objective in three of the cases (A, C and D). However, only in case D was
evidence available of specific areas in which the system had had a learning impact. In case B,
where the system was used without facilitation, the system champion felt that no learning had
occurred. This suggests firstly that one learning step, the commitment to the importance of
marketing planning, is not achieved by the system itself (see Success Factors below), and
secondly that the presence of a facilitator may be crucial for gaining learning benefits. If so,
future research will need to assess more conclusively whether the combination of facilitator
and system is more effective for teaching than the facilitator alone.

Structure the planning process. In case B, although the structure encouraged organisation-
wide market definitions, there was some feeling that the system could hamper creativity: “One
of the disadvantages of starting with a computer or even with a paper-based system is
that...you are saying ‘I want you to confine your thinking within this boundary’ ”. This
emphasises the success factor of “flexibility in planning processes”, discussed below. It opens
the possibility, however, that although the same dangers apply to paper-based systems, the
presence of a computer may exacerbate the danger of blindly following the analyses
recommended without stepping outside them where relevant.

Factors affecting success

Table 2 summarises the extent to which the case studies support the hypothesised success
factors for successful application of decision support systems in this domain. The factors are
ordered in approximate order of support for the hypothesis, starting with the most strongly
supported hypothesis.

Each entry begins with two ratings, separated by a “/”. The first indicates to what extent the
factor is present in the case, from one to three stars. The second indicates whether the case
supports the hypothesis that the factor is influential in determining system utility, on a similar
scale to that used in Table 1. For example, “*/++” for Training would indicate that training
was poor, and the case evidence suggested that this was a factor in the utility of the system.

See the key for further details.

Success factors supported by cases
Within this group of factors, at least one case provided clear support for the factor’s influence

on the system’s success, while no case provided contradictory evidence.

Presence of system champion and sponsor. The changes in sponsorship are illuminating. In
case B, the system ceased being used when its sponsor left the company - though the system’s
poor robustness may have been an equally important factor. A sideways move of the sponsor
in case C reduced the system’s use in his previous area of responsibility.

Sufficiently wide team definition. In case B and parts of case C, users were seen as data
providers and did not use the system in a team context. Their enthusiasm contrasted sharply
with other parts of case C, and cases A and D, who used the system in inter-disciplinary teams,

and stressed group benefits.
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Table 2. Support for hypothesised success factors

Success factor Case A Case B Case C Case D
Presence of system **/+ Championed **/+ When sponsor *%/++ Champ. in HQ | **/+ Champ.=fin
champion & sponsor | middle mgt level, went, use stopped where more impact; | controller/mkt mgr,
sponsored director (though other factors) | move reduced use sponsor = mkt dir.
Sufficiently wide ***/+ Cross-function | */++ Opportunity lost | **/+ Team use in HQ | **¥/+ Used in teams
team definition teams scoring for local initiatives probably helped its (marketing/board).
greater Success Group ben’s stressed
System perceived as | ***/+ Although some | */++ No attempt at **/++ Regional users | ***/0 No enforced
empowering rather control, matched by | user buy-in made, so | didn’t feel empow- use. Can’t really
than controlling effort to gain buy-in | Iittle commitment ered so poor data deduce importance
Appropriate **/+—+Finance/mkting | **/++ Rare cases ***/0 Planning units | ***/0 No problems
planning units mismatch of prod- where poor “caused | (zones/countries) observed
mkt defns a problem | horrendous problem” | easily defined
Market orientation, | **/+ System followed | */+ Limited funding | **/o Degree of syst. | **/+ Perceived need
or perception of need | greater role for perhaps related to acceptance explained | for better data/proce-
for it marketing in NPD market focus by other factors dures prob helped
Adequate training ***/o Facilitators do | */+ Even UK trainer | */+ Limited training | **/o Ease of use
most System use inadequately trained | in regions may have | better explanation
hindered results for limits to use
Garbage in, garbage | ***/+ Rigorous DK/DK **/+ Scoring criteria | DK/DK No indica-
out: avoiding scoring criteria avoid designed to avoid tions that manipul-
manipulation manipulation manipulation ation a problem
Flexibility in DK/DK No signs of | */+ Need to aliow **/+ Initial rFigid **¥/o0 Concentrated
planning processes insufficient flexibility | creative thinking procedures harmed on system’s formal
strongly felt exercise reputation models - no problem
Absence of excessive | DK/DK No indic- **/0 No evidence that | **/+ Time an issue in | **/+ After restruct-
short-term pressures | ations that this a this a significant rushed first release ure, system went on
problem factor “back burner”
Development should | **#*/o Input from **/+ Expert might **¥/+ Experienced *¥%/o Expert & user
be “expert driven” as | expert - difficult to have prevented consultant specified - | driven but no basis
well as “user driven” | assess impact theoretical flaws spec right 1st time for comparison
Use prototyping or **/_ Parts prototyped | */+ Iteration would */+ Iteration not **/+ Limitations of
otherwise allow for -rest effective despite | probably have helped | planned for but proto system prob
iteration lack of iteration reduce bugs proved necessary reduced system use
Adequate facilitation | *¥*/o Facilitators */+ Link with lack of | */- HQ use OK with- | **/o0 Board exercise
always used. No learning impact out. MktDir could be | unfacilitated (though
direct comparisons seems likely called facilitator system not used)
Coordination of **¥/+ Use outside **/o0 Used in **/_. Ad-hoc use **/+ First use out-
system use with NPD reviews not planning cycle; can’t | effective, as directors | side cycle-prob a fac-
~planning cycle taken off to date assess importance involved tor in lower impact
System utility High Low High as HQ tool, Medium to date
medium in regions
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Key to Table 2

RATING OF PRESENCE OF FACTOR

* *¥
b 2
sk

The extent to which the factor is present in the case. *** indicates the factor is fully present, * indicates that
it is not present. Eg: * indicates poor training, *** indicates thorough training.

DK

The data is insufficient to rate the case on the factor.

RATING OF INFLUENCE OF FACTOR

+, ++

Case supports hypothesis that the factor is influential in determining system utility. ++ indicates clear
evidence, + indicates some indication. This will normally be because of evidence that:

1. where the factor is fully or partially absent, benefits are reduced or absent
2. where the factor is present, benefits are present, or there is some more plausible reason for their absence

3. a plausible causal explanation links the factor to the benefits obtained.
Factors used in assessing as for Table 1.

The factor is not influential in determining system utility. — indicates clear evidence, - indicates some
indication. Normally due to evidence that one of the three statements above does not hold.

While there is no or insufficient indication that the factor is influential in determining system utility, there is
equally no or insufficient indication that it is not.

Insufficient data to assess. Reasons include inadequate exploration of the issue in interviews; inconclusive
replies to questions in interviews; the impact on benefits obtained cannot be separated from other possible

Causes.

Success factors supported by cases (continued)
System perceived as empowering. A related flaw in case B and regional users in case C was

that users did not all feel involved or empowered. By contrast, managers in case A talked of
“buy-in” from users. Case A showed that control can still be exercised provided it is
accompanied by efforts to obtain user commitment.

Appropriate planning units. No case had consistent problems with inappropriate definition
of products and markets, but where isolated problems occurred (A and B), they significantly

reduced the value of part or the whole of the system for relevant users.

Success factors with limited support
Within this group, while the research is consistent with the hypothesised success factor, rival

hypotheses cannot be ruled out. Often this is because of the difficulty of isolating the effect of
the factor from the effect of other possible success factors that may have caused the success or

otherwise of the system.

A market orientation, or at least the perception of a need for it. In all cases, the system was
introduced as part of a process designed to increase market orientation. The limited funding in
case B may have reflected a lack of wider support for this process in the company.

Adequate training Training was cited as a difficulty in cases B and C. Although it may have
been a limiting factor in case D, weaknesses in the user interface design of the prototype are
probably a better explanation.

Garbage in, garbage out: avoiding manipulation. The need to avoid manipulation of
outputs in systems based on management judgement was recognised in cases A and C, where
rigorous scoring criteria were used to reduce the subjectivity of inputs.

Flexibility in planning processes. The danger that a marketing planning system, whether
computerised or paper-based, could hamper creativity was expressed in case B. Perhaps the
lack of a facilitator was one factor in this, as one role of facilitators found in previous research
was to broaden out the discussion where the formalisms contained in the system were not
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appropriate to the topic in question. In case C, initially excessively rigid planning procedures
were usefully loosened.

Absence of excessive short-term pressures One factor causing the flawed first release in case
C was the urgent need to take decisions. In case D, system use went on the “back burner” for
a time following a restructure: “the debris is now beginning to settle”.

“Expert-driven” as well as “user-driven” development Some respects in which the system
in case B did not match marketing theory may have been prevented by greater involvement
from external experts. By contrast, case C’s external input ensured a specification that was
“right first time” - though the implementation took longer to get right.

Success factors with mixed support
Here, the hypothesis may need revision, as the evidence from the cases is mixed.

Use prototyping or otherwise allow for iteration Case A provided the first example that has
been seen of a successful development without the need for iteration - parts of the system
being developed in one cycle. However, some of the most complex parts (involving portfolio
matrices) were developed with more iteration. Other cases supported the success factor. This
suggests that while this factor forms a sensible heuristic in bespoke developments, it is not
necessarily essential.

Adequate facilitation Successful use without a separate facilitator in case C provides a
counter-example, the marketing director both running the session and putting forward a
particular view on the session’s substance. The difficulties that remote users had in case B
suggest that the presence of an experienced user, at least, is important, even if that of an
impartial facilitator is optional.

Co-ordination of system use with planning cycle. Although use within the planning cycle
appeared more influential in cases A and D, the opposite applied in case C, where director
involvement ensured that ad-hoc use was still effective. Clearly, then, this factor depends on
circumstances, including the nature of the ad-hoc use, and the role of formal planning in the
organisation.

SUMMARY

Benefits of systems
The cases support the researchers’ previous results with respect to several benefits that can be

obtained from marketing planning systems. Systems can aid in the use of marketing tools
through automated calculations, graphical display and guidance; the support for fast iteration
can facilitate group planning; and the electronic format eases the integration of cross-
functional analyses and assists with multi-level planning, as well as supporting moves towards
more continuous planning based on a live marketing model of the business. The cases are
inconclusive on several other hypothesised benefits: time savings, identification of data
requirements, and the impact on softer factors such as marketing planning confidence. While
learning benefits are a common aim, they are not always achieved, suggesting that learning
may depend on the presence of a facilitator. The structuring of the planning process can be a
benefit, but is subject to the danger of hampering creativity, which must be countered through
a flexible approach, a point which applies equally to paper-based systems (McDonald 1984;
Hooley et al 1984).

These benefits can help to reduce some of the marketing planning barriers we identified at
the start of this paper. “What-if” features and the incorporation of cross-functional models can
facilitate the involvement of widely-defined cross-functional teams and the board, while the
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support for marketing tools can reduce the level of knowledge and skills required. Support for
multi-level plans and maintenance of a ‘live’, continuously updated model enable approaches
to planning that may be better attuned to the requirements of some organisations. Other
barriers must be addressed by other means, however, including cultural problems, while
systems are likely to make at most a limited impact on resource and data constraints.

Factors affecting successful implementation
Success factors supported are:

¢ Backing from a system champion and sponsor. This supports other DSS research that has
found top management support to be an important factor (Guimaraes et al 1992)

o Sufficiently wide team definition. This supports marketing planning research, where its
absence has been identified as a barrier to effective planning (Hopkins 1981; Stasch and
Lanktree 1980; McDonald 1984)

e A system that is seen as empowering rather than controlling by its users. The decision
calculus school of DSS development has long argued (Little 1970, Lodish 1981) that
systems should leave the user in control of decisions, encouraging but not dictating. This
research suggests that the same applies to the manner in which the system is implemented.
Similar findings have recently been reported in a study of sales and marketing databases
(Hewson and Hewson 1994).

e The definition of appropriate planning units. The definition of business units, product
groups and market segments are key inputs into the systems studied, and when
inappropriate, nullify the benefits. Given the well-known difficulties of market segmentation
(Wensley 1994b; McDonald and Dunbar 1995), definitions should not be hard-coded into
systems, and careful segmentation forms an important precursor to system implementation.

The support for a number of other hypothesised success factors was inconclusive or mixed.

THE WAY AHEAD

This study has confirmed that while systems and their application remain at an early stage, the
promise of software support for marketing planning is not restricted to the single system
studied previously. As systems are developed and more widely used, further research will be
able to assess those potential benefits and success factors where this study has been
inconclusive. A case research strategy will remain appropriate in this formative area containing
“sticky, practice-based problems where the experiences of the actors are important and the
context of action is critical” (Bonoma 1983). As the relevant variables become clearer, an
experimental approach will become more feasible, though subject to considerable problems in
ecological validity, particularly in the effects of systems on the dynamics of groups

(Pinsonneault and Kraemer 1989).

In the meantime, the experience of the early adopters suggests that it is not too soon for
practitioners to apply DSS technology to this domain. Early adopters are gaining assistance
with key issues facing the marketing function such as: how to manage the complexity of
analysing multiple product-markets with multiple marketing techniques in situations of
uncertainty; how best to move planning out of the hands of specialists and into cross-
functional teams; and how to support live planning that can respond efficiently to internal or
external changes without the constraints of the annual planning cycle.
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Those considering software development or implementation would be well advised to study
the success factors we have identified carefully. To avoid those pitfalls relating to the software
itself, such as ease of use, packaged systems are worth considering, though bespoke
development can also be successful if the possible need for more than one development
iteration, and the need for close expert and user involvement in development, are borne in
mind. While a full discussion of the system features that led to the identified benefits is outside
the scope of this paper, guidelines are emerging for software developers (Wilson and
McDonald 1994). These include the need to integrate text and data, reflecting the “semi-
structured” nature of marketing planning (Ritchie 1993); the integration of marketing
techniques around common data, to expoit technique interrelationships (McDonald 1990); the
inclusion of graphics to help understanding, not just advice based on the underlying theory
(Jarvenpaa 1989); and the importance of ease of use and system transparency (Little 1970) if
the system is to be accepted by senior managers who use the system only occasionally.

REFERENCES

Abell, D. and Hammond, J. (1979) Strategic Market Planning. Englewood Cliffs, NI:
Prentice-Hall.

Alpar, P. (1991) Knowledge-based modeling of marketing managers' problem solving
behaviour, International Journal of Research in Marketing, 8, pp 5-16.

Ames, B.C. (1968), Marketing Planning for Industrial Products, Harvard Business Review,
46(5), 100-111

Armstrong, J.S. and Brodie, R.J. (1994a), Effects of portfolio planning methods on decision
making: Experimental results, International Journal of Research in Marketing, 11, 73-84.

Armstrong, J.S. and Brodie, R.J. (1994b), “Portfolio planning methods: Faulty approach or
faulty research?”, International Journal of Research in Marketing, 11, 91-93.

Bailey, A. and Johnson, J. (1994) A Taxonomy of Strategy Development Processes.
Proceedings of the Eighth Annual Conference, British Academy of Management, p293-4.
Lancaster University, September.

Bayer, J. and Harter, R. (1991), ""Miner", "Manager", and "Researcher": Three modes of
analysis of scanner data", International Journal of Research in Marketing, 8, pp 17-27.

Bloor, M. (1978) On the analysis of observational data: a discussion of the worth and uses of
inductive techniques and respondent validation. Sociology, 12.

Bonoma, T.V. (1983) “A Case Study in Case Research: Marketing Implementation.”
Working Paper 9-585-142, Harvard University Graduate School of Business
Administration, Boston, MA, May.

Bowman, C.C. (1991) Perceptions of Competitive Strategy: Realised Strategy, Consensus and
Performance. PhD thesis, Cranfield University, Bedford.

Campbell, D. T. (1994) Foreword to Yin, R. K. (1984), Case Study Research: Design and
Methods, Sage, Newbury Park, CA.

Denzin, N.K. (1970) The Research Act: A Theoretical Introduction to Sociological Methodis.
Aldine, Chicago. .

Denzin, NK. (1978), "The logic of naturalistic inquiry", In Sociological methods: A
sourcebook, (Ed) Denzin, NX., NY, McGraw-Hill.

Dickmeyer, N. (1983), "Measuring the Effects of a University Planning Decision Aid",
Management Science, 29, pp 673-685.

Gill, J. and Johnson, P. (1991) Research Methods for Managers. Chapman, London.

21



Greenley, G.E. (1982), "An overview of marketing planning in UK manufacturing companies",
European Journal of Marketing, 1982 Vol. 16 No. 7, pp 3-15.

Greenley, G.E. (1983), "An overview of marketing planning in UK service companies",
Marketing Intelligence and Planning, 1983 Vol. 1 No.3, pp 55-68.

Greenley, G.E. (1987), "An Exposition of Empirical Research into Marketing Planning",

Journal of Marketing Management, 1987 Vol. 3 No. 1, pp 83-102.
Guimaraes, T., Igbaria, M. and Lu, M. (1992) The determinants of DSS success: an integrated

model. Decision Sciences 23, 409-30.

Hewson, N. and Hewson, W. (1994) The Impact of Computerised Sales and Marketing
Systems in the UK (4th Edn.) HCG Publications, Milton Keynes.

Hooley, G.J., West, C. J. and Lynch, J.E. (1984), Marketing in the UK: a survey of current
practice and performance, Maidenhead, Chartered Institute of Marketing.

Hopkins, D.S. (1981), The Marketing Plan. The Conference Board, Research Report No.
801.

Jarvenpaa, S.L. (1989), "The Effect of Task Demands and Graphical Format on Information
Processing Strategies", Management Science, 1989 Vol. 35 No. 3, pp 285-303.

Langfield-Smith, K. (1992) Exploring the Need for a Shared Cognitive Map. Journal of
Management Studies, 29, 349-367.

Leppard, JW. (1987), "Marketing Planning and Corporate Culture: a Conceptual Framework
which Examines Management Attitudes in the Context of Marketing Planning", M.Phil.
thesis, Cranfield Institute of Technology.

Little, JD.C (1970), "Models and Managers: The Concept of a Decision Calculus”,
Management Science, 1970 Vol. 16 No. 8, pp B466-B485.

Lodish, L.M. (1981) Experience with decision-calculus models and ecision support systems. In
R.L. Schultz and A.A. Zoltners (Eds.), Marketing Decision Models. North Holland.

Luconi, F.L., Malone, T.'W. and Scott Morton, M.S. (1986), "Expert Systems: The Next
Challenge for Managers”, Sloan Management Review, Vol. 27 No. 4, pp 7-14.

Manning, P.K. (1982) Analytic Induction. In R.B. Smith and P.K. Manning (Eds.), Qualitative
Methods: A handbook of social science methods, Vol 2, 273-302. Ballinger, Cambridge,
MA.

McDonald, M.H.B. (1984), The Theory and Practice of Marketing Planning for Industrial
Goods in International Markets, PhD thesis, Cranfield Institute of Technology.

McDonald, M.HB. (1990), Technique interrelationships and the pursuit of relevance in
marketing theory. Quarterly Review of Marketing, Summer, 1-11.

McDonald, M.H.B. (1995) Marketing Plans, 3rd edition. Heinemann, Oxford.

McDonald, M.H.B. and Dunbar, I. (1995) Market Segmentation: A step-by-step approach to
creating profitable market segments. Macmillan, Basingstoke.

McDonald, MH.B. and Wilson, HN. (1990), "State-of-the-art Developments in Expert
Systems and Strategic Marketing Planning", British Journal of Management, 1, pp 159-
170.

McDonald, M.HB and Wilson, H.N. (1993) Why Apply Sofiware to Marketing Strategy?
Mapping the Sources of Competitive Advantage. In M.H.B. McDonald, W. Hewson and
H.N. Wilson (eds.), Emerging Information Technologies - A Marketing Opportunity,

Milton Keynes: HCG Publications.
Miles, M.B. and Huberman, AM. (1994) Qualitative Data Analysis: An Expanded

Sourcebook. Sage, Thousand Oaks, CA.
Morris, M.H,, Burns, A.C. and Avila, R A. (1989), "Computer Awareness and Usage by

Industrial Marketers", Industrial Marketing Management, Vol 18 No.3, pp 223-232.

22



Nunamaker, JF., Applegate, LM. and Konsynski, B.R. (1988), "Computer-Aided
Deliberation: Model Management and Group Decision Support", Operations Research,
Vol. 36 No. 6, pp 826-848.

Pinsonneault, A. and Kraemer, K.L. (1989), "The Impact of Technological Support on
Groups: An Assessment of the Empirical Research", Decision Support Systems, 5, pp 197-
216.

Ritchie, I. (1993) Hypertext: navigating the information explosion. In M.H.B.McDonald, W.
Hewson and H.N. Wilson (eds.), Emerging Information ITechnologies - A Marketing
Opportunity, Milton Keynes: HCG Publications.

Scriven, M. (1972) Pros and cons about goal-free evaluation. Evaluation Comment, 3, 1-7.

Sainfort, F.C., Gustafson, D.H., Bosworth, K. and Hawkins, R.P. (1990) Decision Support
Systems Effectiveness: Conceptual Framework and Empirical Evaluation. Organisational
Behavior and Human Decision Processes, 45, pp 232-252.

Shaw, R. (1994), How to Transform Marketing Through IT, Business Intelligence, London.

Stasch, S.F. and Lanktree, P. (1980), "Can your marketing planning procedures be
improved?", Journal of Marketing, 1980 Vol. 44 No.3, pp 79-90.

Van Hom, H.H. (1990), The telecom planner - a training tool for a collaborative approach
to integrating telecommunications into the business plan, Unpublished PhD thesis, The
Union Institute, Cincinnati, Ohio.

Wensley, R. (1994a) Making better decisions: The challenge of marketing strategy techniques.
International Journal of Research in Marketing, 11, 85-90.

Wensley, R. (1994b) A Critical Review of Research in Marketing. Proceedings, British
Academy of Management Eighth Annual Conference, September, Lancaster, 537.

Wilson, HN and McDonald, M.-H.B. (1994) Critical problems in marketing planning: the
potential of decision support systems. Journal of Strategic Marketing, 2, 249-269.

Wood-Harper, T. (1985), "Research Methods in Information Systems: Using Action
Research". In: Research Methods in Information Systems, (Ed) Mumford, E. et al,
Amsterdam, Elsevier.

Yin, R K. (1984) Case Study Research: Design and Methods. Sage, Newbury Park, CA.

23



	DX200000_2_0001.tif
	DX200000_2_0002.tif
	DX200000_2_0003.tif
	DX200000_2_0004.tif
	DX200000_2_0005.tif
	DX200000_2_0006.tif
	DX200000_2_0007.tif
	DX200000_2_0008.tif
	DX200000_2_0009.tif
	DX200000_2_0010.tif
	DX200000_2_0011.tif
	DX200000_2_0012.tif
	DX200000_2_0013.tif
	DX200000_2_0014.tif
	DX200000_2_0015.tif
	DX200000_2_0016.tif
	DX200000_2_0017.tif
	DX200000_2_0018.tif
	DX200000_2_0019.tif
	DX200000_2_0020.tif
	DX200000_2_0021.tif
	DX200000_2_0022.tif
	DX200000_2_0023.tif
	DX200000_2_0024.tif
	DX200000_2_0025.tif
	DX200000_2_0026.tif
	DX200000_2_0027.tif
	DX200000_2_0028.tif
	DX200000_2_0029.tif
	DX200000_2_0030.tif
	DX200000_2_0031.tif
	DX200000_2_0032.tif
	DX200000_2_0033.tif
	DX200000_2_0034.tif
	DX200000_2_0035.tif
	DX200000_2_0036.tif
	DX200000_2_0037.tif
	DX200000_2_0038.tif
	DX200000_2_0039.tif
	DX200000_2_0040.tif
	DX200000_2_0041.tif
	DX200000_2_0042.tif
	DX200000_2_0043.tif
	DX200000_2_0044.tif
	DX200000_2_0045.tif
	DX200000_2_0046.tif
	DX200000_2_0047.tif
	DX200000_2_0048.tif
	DX200000_2_0049.tif
	DX200000_2_0050.tif
	DX200000_2_0051.tif
	DX200000_2_0052.tif
	DX200000_2_0053.tif
	DX200000_2_0054.tif
	DX200000_2_0055.tif
	DX200000_2_0056.tif
	DX200000_2_0057.tif
	DX200000_2_0058.tif
	DX200000_2_0059.tif
	DX200000_2_0060.tif
	DX200000_2_0061.tif
	DX200000_2_0062.tif
	DX200000_2_0063.tif
	DX200000_2_0064.tif
	DX200000_2_0065.tif
	DX200000_2_0066.tif
	DX200000_2_0067.tif
	DX200000_2_0068.tif
	DX200000_2_0069.tif
	DX200000_2_0070.tif
	DX200000_2_0071.tif
	DX200000_2_0072.tif
	DX200000_2_0073.tif
	DX200000_2_0074.tif
	DX200000_2_0075.tif
	DX200000_2_0076.tif
	DX200000_2_0077.tif
	DX200000_2_0080.tif
	DX200000_2_0080a.tif
	DX200000_2_0081.tif
	DX200000_2_0082.tif
	DX200000_2_0083.tif
	DX200000_2_0084.tif
	DX200000_2_0085.tif
	DX200000_2_0086.tif
	DX200000_2_0087.tif
	DX200000_2_0088.tif
	DX200000_2_0089.tif
	DX200000_2_0090.tif
	DX200000_2_0091.tif
	DX200000_2_0092.tif
	DX200000_2_0093.tif
	DX200000_2_0094.tif
	DX200000_2_0095.tif
	DX200000_2_0096.tif
	DX200000_2_0097.tif
	DX200000_2_0098.tif
	DX200000_2_0099.tif
	DX200000_2_0100.tif
	DX200000_2_0101.tif
	DX200000_2_0102.tif
	DX200000_2_0103.tif
	DX200000_2_0104.tif
	DX200000_2_0105.tif
	DX200000_2_0106.tif
	DX200000_2_0107.tif
	DX200000_2_0108.tif
	DX200000_2_0109.tif
	DX200000_2_0110.tif
	DX200000_2_0111.tif
	DX200000_2_0112.tif
	DX200000_2_0113.tif
	DX200000_2_0114.tif
	DX200000_2_0115.tif
	DX200000_2_0116.tif
	DX200000_2_0117.tif
	DX200000_2_0118.tif
	DX200000_2_0119.tif
	DX200000_2_0120.tif
	DX200000_2_0121.tif
	DX200000_2_0122.tif
	DX200000_2_0123.tif
	DX200000_2_0124.tif
	DX200000_2_0125.tif
	DX200000_2_0126.tif
	DX200000_2_0127.tif
	DX200000_2_0128.tif
	DX200000_2_0129.tif
	DX200000_2_0130.tif
	DX200000_2_0131.tif
	DX200000_2_0132.tif
	DX200000_2_0133.tif
	DX200000_2_0134.tif
	DX200000_2_0135.tif
	DX200000_2_0136.tif
	DX200000_2_0137.tif
	DX200000_2_0138.tif
	DX200000_2_0139.tif
	DX200000_2_0140.tif
	DX200000_2_0141.tif
	DX200000_2_0142.tif
	DX200000_2_0143.tif
	DX200000_2_0144.tif
	DX200000_2_0145.tif
	DX200000_2_0146.tif
	DX200000_2_0147.tif
	DX200000_2_0148.tif
	DX200000_2_0149.tif
	DX200000_2_0150.tif
	DX200000_2_0151.tif
	DX200000_2_0152.tif
	DX200000_2_0153.tif
	DX200000_2_0154.tif
	DX200000_2_0155.tif
	DX200000_2_0156.tif
	DX200000_2_0157.tif
	DX200000_2_0158.tif
	DX200000_2_0159.tif
	DX200000_2_0160.tif
	DX200000_2_0161.tif
	DX200000_2_0162.tif
	DX200000_2_0163.tif
	DX200000_2_0164.tif
	DX200000_2_0165.tif
	DX200000_2_0166.tif
	DX200000_2_0167.tif
	DX200000_2_0168.tif
	DX200000_2_0169.tif

