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2} 3ted 19509t 27 BAS 2] Al FtetbA kD A st A Q17be] A w2 2
(Human Information Processing : HIP)o] ©3} AFE S 53 2] A< 1973
id Ashtono] =% 9 (Lens Model)& o] &ata] B|AZLARIES] oA AA O 3t A75
wr sl A A 252 th2 Ashtone] A o] F HIPe| #3d ge d-tm=Eo] Ugton, 1
3] A 8} 3] (American Accounting Association : AAA)o| M= o] Eoke] A& £33}
7] 28 dre] B3e Axstm, 19899 HE deEde wste Aoty
A A o] HIPET 5 718 @ol d7H 2 e oke ¥ 3] A+KCCertified Pub-
lic Accountants : CPA)E <} ARGl @3t ol ool #g AFe F2 WHEAHE
7}(Internal Control Evaluation)} 7+414 A1 71 8 (Audit Program Planning) ol 1o} 7+
ARQIE 9] o AtA R o #F Aotk o] Hol At £HL &9 AE/L AAA=
CPAZo] At & oA A S st slof o Axe] AFUYAE o] F1L ULt 8t
o) 2th gAIEAR S shE glolM el #ud A FrHAR vre] Azbe 4 Qloh A
B AME UE A AR AT FUg ARl ti sk AR S St Slo] o= Preel o
A2 o]F =7} 3t FEFe A (Judgmental Consensus)oll 3+ ZAold, Bl FUgH
AA AR AT TAF o APAA FEeA of An d@AUE FAEE Helevt ste B
o] %4 (Judgmental Stability)oll ¥+ Zo|t},
AZARIES FAUAXNE ZHT 71FE] AFE BH g B AR e HARIE
v} 9] 374 87 4 (Average Correlation Coefficients) & “#3ate] 7HARRIZES] oA 2|4
=2 235tk 2dd 9714 FA47) 5 3 oA 79 o) HIPAT £ =2 ¢

2 =315 (Measurement Scale) & A}8-3ted 7HA1E 9] AU & =43t 3o

1) J.G. Birnberg and J.F. Shields, “Three Decades of Behavioral Accounting Research:A
Search For Order,” Behavioral Research in Accopuniing(Vol. 1, 1989), p.23.

2) R.H. Ashton, “Judgment Formation in the Evaluation of Internal Control:An Application
of Brunswik's Lens Model,” Ph.D. Dissertation, University of Minnesota, 1973.

3) AAAS] B398 Accounting, Behavior and Organization Sectionod®, o] & ol A& 1989
o Behavioral Research in Accountingo] @t ¥ x 9| =& 38 Z7tetAvh (AAA, Behavioral
Research in Accounting, Vol. 1. 1989, &)

4) W.L. Felix and M.S. Niles, “Research in Internal Control Evaluator,” Auditing:A
Journal of Practice & Theory, (Spring, 1988), AAA, pp.43—60.
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ot dFEARE AHFHOR vlusy] AME TYT FHHAEE ASste Aol uidA st
U ATkl wet M2 e ZHATE AMESI ] Wi, B dydMde SHHE 3
AL e} Addell vl FFE ot R ot wEbA 2 A AFEHe 2 w7)
CPAE o] #3el4d(Consensus) 7 AT 4 (Stability) ol w3 o 3o
dolr =ulof ek,
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12 e71&

I. aAFels @ Hal7
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Aolv ] A(Quality) & Asted Aol 71 vz g AL JAbEAY ©
Jete) A 34 (Accuracy of Decision)-& A3l Zolgl & 4= ) ol& 98| E= o=
dekol] tf g G e (Correct Solution) o]y} 2} &3 7] F(Objective Criterion)o}l &) 3}
of gt ey iR o) P oAb ot At #EF Bk ol gt Aol A 7
Fol TAEA %7) WEol B&EE FAHEVI7E B ol 3t ol f W Fol 3] A &)
HIP Aol AeA Al ¢t 21 (Consensus 3= Stability) ¢ A& sty 9
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st ol o} F83 942 QAT glek D 3 Einhornol X & 3k uls} o] o7
A7} vl & FEAFe FRETVL HA BRI stdde Ao dozAd A2
Ashton®] A4 3AE T3 & + UKol AALA G F &4 Atololl = 2H T FFaA
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1) R.Libby, Accounting and Human Information Processing:Theory and Application
Englewood Cliffs, N.].:Prentice Hall, 1981, p.31.

2) H.J. Einhorn, “Expert Judgment:Some Necessary Conditions and an Example,” Journal
of Applied Psychology(QOctober, 1974), pp.562—571.

3) A.H. Ashton, “Does Consensus Imply Accuracy in Accounting Studies of Decision Mak-
ing?” The Accounting Review(April, 1985), pp.173—185.
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S| AZAIIS] YAtAAR o AE A7ste AL e welEr & & )

Aol A AFE uket o] oA 74X ol HIP |75
Aol Aeq7HA] e SFH 2 E AMSSHA T WA Bastel ol Bt MgATE AHEW,
Ashton,# Hamilton & Wright,5 Ashton & Brown,%' Ashton & Kramer,”’ Trotman,
Yetton & Zimmer® 52 63 533X (6—Point Interval Scale) & AF&-3tod 353
7 AFEA L, Joyce,” Weberl® 52 H&H & (Ratio Scale) & A8t HA1A &3
@& Akt
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Gaumnitz, et. al. V& WREAE 7= 63 5SS ALgetgm A4 atte) 7$
e vEHEE AHRE U S, Gaber? e W EAH I E 53 53 = (5—Point

4) K.H. Ashton, “An Experimental Study of Internal Control Judgments,” Jouwrnal of Ac-
counting Research(Spring, 1974), pp.143—157.

5) R.W. Hamitlton & W.F.Wright, “The Evaluation of Internal Controls over Payroll,” Re-
search Paper No.387, Stanford University, 1977.

6) R.H. Ashton & P.R. Brown, “Descriptive Modeling of Auditors’ Internal Control
Judgments:Replication and Extension,” Journal of Accounting Research(Spring, 180),
pp.296—277.

7) R.H. Ashton & S.L. Kramer, “Students as Surrogates in Behavioral Accounting Re-
search:Some Evidence,” Journal of Accounting Research(Spring, 1980), pp. 1—15.

8) K. T. Trotman, P.W. Yetton & I.R. Zimmer, “Individual and Group Judgments of
Internal Control Systems,” Journal of Accounting Research(Spring, 1983), pp.286—292.

9) E.J. Joyce, “Expert Judgment in Audit Program Planning,” Journal of Accounting Re-
search(Supplement, 1976), pp.29—60.

10) R. Weber, “Auditor Decision Making on Overall System Reliability: Accuracy, Consen-
sus, and the Usefulness of a Simulation Design Aid,” Journal of Acconting Research
(Autumn, 1978), pp.368 —388.

11) B.R. Gaumnitz, T.R. Nunamaker, J.J. Surdick and M.F, Thomas, “Audit Consensus in
Internal Control Evaluation and Audit Program Planning,” Journal of Accounting Re-
search(Autumn, 1982), pp. 745—755.

12) B.G. Gaber, “An Empirical Stuty of Audit Judgment in Program Planning,” Ph.D., Dis-

sertation, University of Wisconisn, 1983.
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Interval Scale} &, 7FA} A &

€ 9% S7t¥ = (9—Point Interval Scale) & AM&

T 5 2839t Trotman & Yetton!d
st WHE-SAH7IE Ad7sigon, &2

A 2t= Heintz w49t F5A72 &5 CPAES HIAR &ty 63 SHHEE A3t
o WREAEZE Astio v
olde] Fgto| ol #3 MPATANE AR ok} AME3 2AH L E FA oz goF
s (F 2—-1)3 zo
HF2-1D ARE0F Y EHATO| M2 mohkgte|Mdof| R8E M A}
dghely
A (A= Ao &=
Bl ) Taok dHT AT A )
Ashton(1974) WR2A 57} 63 BT 0.7
Joyce(1976) ZHAMA E gk Bl S E 0.373
Hamilton & Wright B2 97} 64 SHE T 0.66
(1977)
Weber(1978) 7FAYA) Bl stk v &Y T 0.379
Ashton & Brown W 554 5 7} 64 27 = 0.67
(1980)
Ashton & Kramer W R A H o) 63 S e 0.66
(1980)
Gaumnitz, et. al.(1982) ] 2 5-A 7} 64 B3I 0.704
Gaumnitz, et. al.(1982) ZFAA Bt HlgHE 0.617
Gaber(1983) ) -5-= 5 7} 54 B 0.51
Gaber(1983) LA 83 HE& 3 x 0.45
Trotman et al.(1983) W H= A 7} 63 ¥ 0.56
Trotman & Yetton 24 5 7} 9% S % 0.701
(1985)
Heintz & Jin—Soo W] BLE A ] 7} 68 SEE 0.717
Han(1985)

13) K.T. Trotman & P.W.
System,” Journal of Accounting Research(Spring, 1983}, pp.286—292.

) J.A. Heintz & Jin—Soo Han, “A Study of Audit Judgment of Korean CPAs,”

Yetton,

International Journal of Accounting (Fall, 1985), pp.21—38.

“Individual and Group Judgments of Internal Control
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thg oz Aagd ol et MPATE, Hebgo| S AFsE Arc) ol AL Holoh
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(HE2-2) AP E0F Y MG w2 THEHl Ao S M7 Ho)
(e o2 ; TSohd A
>3 L ‘_E ‘_f .‘I—_O = pzS E_ .

) i B (B FRAS)
Ashton(1974) W= H 7} 63 SHH T 0.81
Joyce(1976) ZAA Bl AT 0.863
Gaumnitz, et al, (1982) U B 7)) 63 B 0.825
Heintz & Jin—Soo WA 7} 64 FHE 0.837
Han(1985)

ol atoll A Hi=ule} o] CPAE Y 2AYA AEE &% o o) AejriA] FAHA
% AHgstel dstel ot Tl HY AT ST YFL M ARG AN E of

2 A5E vk7) glok weba B Aol M e P H x| afo]rh 9 7Y ] (Consensus) 2
ekl B4 (Stability) ol ol " 93k 2 ARI7LE At} o] & 96 A A vl 3l
o} 74 573 % (7—Point Interval Scale) ¢} ¥l &3 = (Ratio Scale) & FAloll Ab&35}a
sdgtolg 4 Aed S Fste) T A g vlugic, 2 ApoA 78 SERE A

R of A ArE e Aol A 7 de] ALEE 7] ol F o]

il

g ol fri o) 3l0] 5%

ol

L‘}_ 19)

15 R.H. Ashton, # #:=4",
16) B.R. Gaumnitz, et al., @Als=d,
) E.]. Joyce, ® A=,
180 J.A. Heintz, and Jin—Soo Han, A Al
) D.C. Miller, Hand Book of Research Design and Social Measurement, 2nd ed., N.Y.,
David Mckay Co. Inc., 1970.
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4+ Gaumnitz%o] 1982 Aol A AHEslHd A FAE R &
shar o] ZHAME Ao dAl £k ALgEThY &, A gol ti gk APl Qlo] €]
JulE A Bors MA s, Bghe] A (Consensus) & 24817 98 WREAAL A

Foll me} 16702 7HEAR] Atdl S Bl IAMAGRGE SRS daen, d9dRd
(Stability)& Z74387] 935t 16708 ALl 408 FRAAR FE3t AP L&A F713)
Hrhd oluf 24 Y%7t b XA (Consensus 2} Stability) ol v X &= |} 3Fe HE38}7)
A& Hd A= 78 S7HH 5 (7 —Point Interval Scale) ¢ B8 2 & (Ratio Scale) & 4|

8, A=
E NE A, )i e A BHE Y, A9EE T)E ol gl o, Al erslat

of that Al o] R BARIES o] g3 u YT AL F VPUT S B3}

1) Chava Nachimias and David Nachimias, Research Methods in the Social Sciences, 2nd
ed., N.Y., St. Martin's Press, 1981, pp.153—176.
2) AEHES '5}’“‘3? Hl Aol 6% ] FUSAAES 0] 88 o H] A3 (Pilot Test) g sty o
g AFHo= gyt

3) A 7Hd (Stability) & FH 3t e W2 AA F7H7E AT shube AP A7Ee]

Ed, ] v Byeln], & shie shi el Ao BUFt A&l tal gshA &)
o dEAdE FH sk Mok TR Wl 2% FH I dEo) ot B AfoaE uldd
o Ax g g5l 470e] MEEE AldlE Q1R8] 7] dFod el Wl o] &3 By
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B A7 F§ 98 A (Subjects) & Mol 2AEE 4709] S A Yo 27
o] A AAEIAUT} B A7 JP A WEEA e Axd mE ZAA YRGS 3o
of &t7] W&ol D& 27t o] Fofll M A EHol o2 Ak o] o] Hojof Fhe}, wheElA 2
J ol A g 7 g AAE DA Adstdt. WP e T3
dom Selection) 5| X| il AFA7} o] & & e ZAIR) Jhed 222 A% T34
AHE FEAE A stA

2 A B AFAEY AU, BEE B e (E 3-D 2o

«
"
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)
B

(E3-1) giRlel oy, ey £x
25
a2 A B C D A
3d~5d 8 7 L7 6 28
6 ©] 4 10 7 9 10 36
A 18 14 16 16 64

A RAE WA oA (Pilot Test) & Fo) LA BHT 5 HAAWAS B¥
B3 e, olgolA el =A% A4S 4y

A
off thg ZAAG RS A A

P |

Za)
atol 7} oW @ JFE 1A AHAZE Bt Ack FolA A
g0l 42 08 FPAES At RIS dYx Ax
29 Ao Ju Y JFL v1A AJs e e AEHoz BEP AU sl Aol
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o 2 A7l 78 SUAES S HEF ol gt PArS e B
BYE ZAY A5 o5 Alolel HAHA Aolv} AeAE A B o4
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Astel hedt ge ARIHEES APt
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R
to o
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G D 78 SEES s 2P BAkelel Barge gt g H sl o) 24 e
agel gl #2142 o)t glet.

o] 7ol 7]zt H FA4#7A 4= (Average Correlation Coefficient)oll 28 S35 &=
AN B ) Bl 2AA T GBS BETE AL o o] F$ 7EY A7
AT E vnY wol s BAL NP E AR} BAA Y BT sbe] of 2)Ber ol]e}
A7 AHES FH A= adtejol & Aot
AYATARE B (G 2- D B2) WEEARA A WA Fe DAY
2ol 3 gloh, AR A AN Fe BUFAHS Bel F3 Yrt. o]
o} e Ae] A2 WH-ZAL L A g TR g B3e Aol A alE o) o]
212 7] W &olgtiz siAlo] WwolEoA gk Teju FAMAG RG] B dgdATE B
% )83 % (Ratio Scale) & AH8-31 3 W EAH 7o) #8 Ml TE BF S0HE
(Interval Scale) & AH&-3I 7] WhZol, B A2 (FH Dol 71zts & B¢ ME2E 34

o] Z7}slofo} gk,

ox

rlo

flfo

_4

b 2) 78 SRR s 2 F BARIY) BUARYH v N s} S B
S B oM Hol7t gk,

o] el A14s W HFFAATA 23l B BARIEY BLBAVY S ZYH e

4) B.R. Gaumnitz, et, al.,, AA =%
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H & AT g AFES S ARt 229 o8 AEs17] 918 F=74 (two —tail
test) & o] 83FA) ¢t TS A (one—tail test) S o] 83Ut AR E A7 HF) =l

SPSS(Statistical Package for the Social Sciences) & o] &3l E A5l c).

1. Bkl M

ZA A w7t Ao Aol v )= A3S dolr ] Y HAAEL 78 ST} Bl
Hw g FAl AHEsle ZAMAI e Al Eol disl SHEEE &%, ol5 e Beg
o Z4& 93l 648 2] AP Aol T M2el FAAFE FIAT 78 T2
RS HAABAFE —0.3760190 2 A AAASE 0.9630]9 00 HFpAwAss

i'ﬂ
it
b
e

TR SUHEE AHEF A9t HEHEE A Ao Badtedo] mex)] o
2 golr 7] 943 & t 744 (one—tail t—test) AT} tgho] 12.592 § 9] =3 (signifi-
cance level)o] 5% o]&t2 UEltt, 78 SHH T E AN o] DaghelAde] v &A
B AMEE Aol fdgodnt & Ro g Jelwdth

o]’ 4ol AE aofshd (X 4—-1>3 zrh

1) 648 e} 3 =poll tist AR Mz o] F3A = 2,01670 (6:Co=2,016) 7} ¥t yhehe)
& 918 20702 AtellF Wi w470 e] Abell & A2 g 16782} Abelol thaR M&Hﬁ Mste] &

W RE palgle
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(E4-1) Toisto| Mo st At EA dot
goB oA F
% iy HFAA # A gk A 1 g = o @
7H SUHE 0.496 0.187 —0.376 0.963 0.519
vg e 0.413 0.198 —0.448 0.899 0.429
t Bl 2E t=12.59
(one —tail) {p=0.000)

9] 4 (Judgmental Consensus)& &3 2 xof we}
otol A A3k whe}h o), dekgte el #E A

Ao Bnd 2o RAFHS wolFa JJon FAAgGHRTe] B4 vlary
|-

ol WEEA D b 20s Agol A AR S shelok 3ty) el Bl gel B

obatkn A E o T el B TR wi whe} o], BRFUALA g B

CENHEE AL 24 HFAVAF VS REE 4183
&

~N
i
0
Lo
i
0x

25w aa el ol e dae Gotu] s APAEE 78 SHAmet v
Hes FAo] ARt AP Zaerel Al B tal SHEES S, BUd Ay
9o 98] Bagm 2o o] 2obe 47kl Al s Aehel Al B ste] A S E

_l\}l'

i}

T
7H ENHEE AL A%, AAATBASFE 01230195 H LG ¥AFE 0.99601 U2

o BT ASE 0.78501 Atk WS A EE ALS T B9, HAFTASFE 0.13601905L H



TAATAFE 0.9980] A 2r HFAFVAFE 071991k

7d SUAHEE AT A9V MSAEE ST AR BUAR0] FeAe) oy
S grobw 7l 1% w2 t7% (one—tail t—test) 22} tato] 0.95(p=0.174) 2 Ueh}, #
5% 5% F AFTNE £IH9 Aolr} g Ao ekl

ole) A#E aokstd (& 4-2>9) 2o,

(B 4-2) ookl abMol| 2E XtEEA Aot
4 s A F
e REFHA H A g H 1 ogk RS
78 FEx 0.785 0.215 0.123 0.996 0.853
g 3= 0.719 0.192 0.136 0.998 0.739
t HEE t=0.95
(one —tail) {(p=0.174)

gebd GH D 71494 shustgon, FEgRAFel s 2YHE g
AU ZPHE0] JP& A g RO eht,
)

ol A Qe vhe} ol (A2 Hx) BUUWAe] BH NPATE FARIE ] BT
o] o B Ao Ueyth £@ 2 A7l Aze] oIshu FARIS Y] B vy
e ZPARC GBS WA P A0 Uehgth o g9} Aa 29 ARsbEelH ¥ &
Stz FARAE A BLE AAAY Y ok WS fALR o AHEE S sta doke
2% elmlsha o} oh$ mE-Holzt & & ek
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v. 2 &

ol

1. 9ol 29 Y oA

3] A 3tof) 4 HIP (Human Information Processing)oll &3 7= 19703 &
gLt A A= gk v AN = HIPEFE v %3 3 573534
(Behavioral Accounting) #oFo A5 £21317) ¢ls] 198932 E] o] HEolE 93l 5
A AF=EHE B3 A& Aol

o] okl X 7} gol AFH I Ue AFY byt CPAEY ARGl #3t Flolny,
CPAE©] Zhalell #3 A AR S st AA ] Add Ao e A77E A+ FH o]
g1t 1F g8 AgA 5] CPAEC] e oA 2 % o] A#hA 4=(Correlation

-4

Coefficients) & 3l o5 AFUAAHEE ZA3AT) A7IM FAV 5Hle A
FREe] A7 tE =4 Hx (Measurement Scale)E A3} 7] wfi-o] ApAdnts gt

oz vud F#71 glvke Holth FHH =7t Add Ao om e F & v HE ZA 7
s A= obA At ukvt ik whebA B Al A= S o] CPAE S 9P AR o] &3}
o 24 A5 ) o] & 9] vhkdke] A (Judgmental Consensus) 3 ¢kl 343 (Judgmental
Stability)ell olu§ G & vA=7HE Lot wakeh

Ao A3 A A3 (Laboratory Experiment) & o] &3t o, 7 =
(7—Point Interval Scale) 9} H| & 2] = (Ratio Scale) & EAlol AL&3le] 7Hde] ZHAath
AtE| Eofl tigh 2 AAE EA ek

B Ants gofstd 4 ddeldel B9 CPAE ] AdALdXHFwrt 18 =

jalo
ol
)

X

BAFE Bo T} whebA] o] Rope] MAATANE v
of wut ohjd} AR F ZHHEE G nelstolo} & ol
Aoz A9 4T B ARAFE vl TYoH

=
H & AT 49 0.719) AH8E =AML n ke wx] g Aoz el o] # %t
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AFATE £9) AEIIE0lt & 4 U CPAES $UF AAHIEA R ol 4 v 5

Abglhetitore] Aol glof BT ATPHES vk & 5 Yo, ol shel
e Hestm Azl MEA A He $A7 g2y ohdleln B TR o8l of

A B dpiMe FP 7 RIS #dd ATl v AE GEFE dotrR ] ¢
) AEA HEE o] 83t A HAee Aol WA el (Internal Validity) & 3%
g 4 oy 913 el (External Val-
idity)o] 18& ¥ A do] k. £ Aol A e 7] AN EA I E dgdREoR

o] &t dl Qo] AAle Al Y Fanc GEEAY] Wi e S A8
= EA7F HAsATh g APEAES PR FEEA L o] 87153 CPAE 7}
& Agol FAsr 8 e A5E g o] &3H 7] Wil A o) HEetg o] A
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2l A& gatad el g (Accuracy) & F783ke Zolv, WiEE o] Ak eo] g
oA o] BEAE AT AN Vo] EAEA &7 PRl B Al ME M
Ao} vz 2 #dy =2 4w (Consensus®t Stability) & A7tido 2 s Bl 5
AFYAF 7L AP QFG S DAV AL, g Gedol Haxe] Hrle sAN #

grol gege ATl do® kA Eatgivks UM 2 el @A Aokl Ak
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