®uRL S MHNE EEe Ho olAs 48

xBAz HinEsl BEESl Holl ojxl= I

FHB*
B
1. MES #E V. FREE
1. wRed W EH &E V. &
. HRH
I. [ ik

BHEEZEHE =} oF BEEER WA B35l EEALEAS BartkE 21817 o=
2K 7t £33 AL S EEREEAN 87sle 27 viAA] BYda ST Qe
HHEZ A BEEEEE R ¥ FEKY BEEEHY 30 A3 BHEBR o) Bl
B AN AREES LB 1990FEF ] 3¢ EBEHEOMY 21.0%, 199139 335
34.5%0l °]21 QU= HAolch REEES NES LSRR BHEE KER BEEHYE
Bl ARERGRBEE FIFER KER) o EEHKY REREZ 5224 2 F9 g0l
BEMAS HBgol EBkol st EERK LS ®@an ¢ 4 ok

53 AREEY B 3 XA 25 §5RES 52 Ydgds B7sixr o F
A 3] oh’l A= AN AREE HREB 5 4% ol21 e AAYNE BN BLHFEPE
T BEHZIHE TN EEHE 4o BEe) S #RES 3 Yoz Rirtt s sislo
AFY Aol siEolth o2y ATEL BEMKE ALY KR AN EES He
=osls Aol oW o2 AREE 59 A7l oA Sert sk Qoo 2HE E AL
ohuict
* OBMARE BHAW B
) PEE ABLENES HRILE J¢ HE 3 EESE LS 1988 p. 1l
2) BALEN LREEAR, RERMELE .

3 BT, RRE CHABEEHEAY BEAS UM I B FRC ASUYE AdudTL

o, 'lgé/\-q LB BERRA o)A BE: AHSEHE TN BEAY Biire 3402

PR, AgTitt 1990,
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2 EBRE

Rhode (1978) *' 7} ZAHHA ZHALQ) 5 50% olAto]l BE#:@RA Had FAPHAE 53814
U FAHEAE AA Y A Y EETTRTE o2 Eolsle HW FE28 H4E
g Mol 9l 1 )] AtelAr W AR A wixprlgE ghitolele A AFE By o) F
Lightner $-(1983), Alderman & Deitrick (1982), Kelley & Seiler (1986), Cook & kelley”
(1988), McDaniel (1990)% 2] «d-ollA @A A2 EEKHEES YD BEERDRM
FAA QgL vl £ USS v Urt _

53, fuete] A RBEHLE 10T PH EEGMEMIE 1990032 A2 2.8EEA 449
RNEGEFTE TAY 0] £H 118 @t & 3Halsledof sin] BEENREA S REMH7 ¥
129 "ol AFH Qe AR77 dv BERRE, $58 BEAN ¥ B3 ozl
HE BHEA S BERS ds] & o2 disich A" At BHEEBE F83A] Fi=
R BEASIA LRE BEE A EE S 22 vl sia] X3 A8 vlAH, o]y ¥4}l
A7z ASH e Sl MEY BB7A o254 sl Boh Az AAE JHAHE £ Qe
Aolck. 1222 FARIELS A7) 222 & 25571 A3 od=i7kx) oS AMEsHA 5|1 o) le
|t Aot @tEMIMRe HEREERY ) FIES Su41d 5 A& Aolch(Rhode, 1978: Kelley
& Margheim, 1990)". BsfBE:E =+ EHBH N} HRAFHOZA BEASS 98¢
BEEAEEBES TEHoR psiAY s Fihr] guodE BEAMKE ST AR vy
RN HGER] AAZ FF TYY EBHIHEE )G TBE ¥ 4 Uk

mebd K B/ REBRE (BEEHER) BAA 1Sl oo gt sl BifEm
RS BRI ERY Rolde BatE ZA2Ed 4 (organizational stress) 24§ o]4-31o
BETEZN ATFo 2 Y AL (JEAch 7 BES H ETTHY 283 KRz
712ATE A5t sk Aoltk ool k RN WREEM-S o33

A, ¥BALe BEEe H ETHBMEA IAE FFEH0h .

A, A1 BAR Kt (REHIS ZR) o) BEES B BTTRA vlxe 9%e FFect

AR, ZHARIEY MAA B B RS) EES B ETHTRHEN IAE REY oz
BRE T ol WSS HEMFHAYRE A5Vt

4) J.Rhode, "Survey on the Influence of Selected Aspects of the Auditor's work Environment
on the Profession al Performance of CPAs,” A study and Report for the Commission on
Auditor's Respansibilities of AICPA, 1978.

5) E.Cook and T.Kelley, “Auditor Stress and Time-Budgets,” CPA Journal(July 1988)

6) L.S.McDaniel, *The Effects of Time Pressure and Audit Program structure on Audit
Performance,” Journal of Accounting Research (Autumn 1990).

7) BRAZEMTLE

8) T.Kelley and L.Margheim, “The Impact fo Time Budget Pressure Personality, and Leadership
Variables on Dysfunctional Auditor Behavior,” Auditing : A Journal of Pracrice & Theory(Spring
1990)
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AL HREY BEES Hel olides ¥ 3

I. #t%E 29 9 k@2 e

1. HR2W ®E

EHBFHRE S FADTE Aol S EH R F35l7] Asle HAse Holoh BEHEZE
< U FAH BAsA ol2igt A7l Ak FAIg ] wislol) W gJF9) BxA, 2HabA 7k
&5 W A AL Fo 87l o4’ EIarlghte gHaelEe] BEEEHBAAM Adds F83
B g2qozx KHBREEE ¥ ¥¥A%e) 39 HE oo}

Schuler (1980) ol 2jatd Ajzbatut2 RRRA sl FHo2 7339 Aog Aefredgs
(constraints stress) 9<qle} Sl AHojn 271 =3 W Ho2 Al zqle by £
A ARedl= KR EH A (demands stress) & P2 8990 b & Aol AT
o2t AIZHA ghubite AEHAE FHAFlE Q)] Sn] o} JA P WM FI= AE
29 BR == HRITR (coping) 84 dEs]el A 4 i},

PF A Yol 4 AEH A (stress) & oi7HA] ov|2 A= 7t A G BEES
BA S R#&A (person-environment misfit) BIGR'" 2 B Aot &F, AEH AL 2R 879
halel 71e 8 Sl EdAFte YA ol2ig FAY A= (79} A5 o} LYd
U7re) B7el A8 7IQlse Ao R AAET Qe o|9jzte] A AE A7k} B9 FHLUA
2 Zoid 2o] AMle 5 9 27 E #AY 5 v 2 o)A e 8T = HY
771 A TRl s 552 R o AEH A7 GAsE Aok 9] siglel 79
27F HAYS do dAA XS o BASN HK) REN £RE A3 s A
7b g sheAdY oS Azl weld @739 997 YA A sile] &7 A F-57e)
oA HASA Fad HAgPAS FRSA) Yo}

o]d AAHelA Ivancevich9} Matteson (1980) 2 A~EHAE AR fr@Esle] 2gsin
Byl AR gFEoR sy AEHAE QoA SAHY 8TF sk oW g4, 4y
£ A4 (events) o] A3} §A 2 (individual differences) el o8l =A% M fE (adaptive

N

9) olell N AHF W& T3, FAGERAT Fale] Aol P dF, A =23 Al33F, 1991. &
Pz A

10) R.S.Schuler. ‘Definition and Conceptualization of Stress in Orgnizations,” Organizational
Behavior and Human Performance, Acaedmic Press, 1980. pp.184-215.

11) J,R.Edwards and C.L.Cooper, “The person-environment fit approach to stress : Recurring
problems and some Suggested Solutions,” Journal of Organizational Behavior, Vol.11, 1990.
pp.293-305. HUH AYEYo| g o|4=HE o|RE 1) AF-ubg HIuH4 2) AlEithilA o|&H
E24 25 old=o 2 3 A ldel gy ABY F2HE 3 Qv o Lojzin g
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4 EEAR

response) 22 o) AEHAE UM aRPAolee e BRdde FYRALEHLS
2g g,

o) e AEdA HK, A=A BEAN ER BE 9 EEZ Hol= oty Fel o8
dAsle] ¢3s T Jeg FEan ok 2o A 244 2sH2e0S HHAN - AERA
22 %3 olch AR A AEHALALS B #7), AMAFE AGEE F 2AFES
23 glom zA9H AEYAQeRZE EIA, AAH FA T EX ZALAEHLLUY
A5 2g3E ooyt

2ol £ 84 EAS 8B (cognitive appraisal perception) 24 FER-E o}
So|lT AMlshs FAL dehdz ok F Alel 93 AEdAlE Bt 2R W
A5y RERR (cognitive processing) & e 9l

28] Al BAN ERE AT Q7] d el e x)7e EpeE, B o, AREAL
AY, L& Y HAAH PFERHo gt 2ebAe el ok o YT AEHLA0HE
Atgdel| whel ch2 A ST 5 oSS eI Stk & ofd Alelldle AYHY LEHAZE

2 AgolAE A3 AL vl 4E F ULE ez ok B 2l BEN AEE
(moderator) 24 BAZEEZ &3 3lch

Maie] o AMAMS AEHAQGR1C R HYiE 2 I oS Al Aseln] 22 AN,
LOHE, 1780 KRS 7IAey o5 MYy ez w cdofsiAl Eysold whgg oo
o] meo] Fxo4 Alab= WYY seHsgcle FEgg v|xY 2EH 2R AEHA
a2y ~Edset Anziel #AE 2T UEE dehiE Sl

BEERENAN BAZ $EE $UYY AEH 280 FoRl AT AEZIARIS Rth
(personality) o] el BE& e B ETFFHR(AEEY 470 28 & ¥ 55 U3 ¢
F= ASE depiR lch

2B A Aol A HERITE (coping) I ~EH 2 (WA - M8 T) & Awistz, Folx, &
28 gk gohlr] s 258 EAshs Bany 178HoE Aol Hu ok dibHez AP Y
& AMAQ #F5S T AEHA AR (AEH2QR) S ST AYristd AAE Pk
Ao Z o]Fojalct chiEo) AFES o HEREE S APt . Foo] dojd ATME
d 25z Hrletr AEAHA ASE wr) dd Az b S ASE 27 A8 BF5E
A7 AR} 27 222 E ZEFS AHE ZRBBP)E @

B G7Ee 23 AEHAY o]8H B4 AE A FAIS BN HES A5

12) J.M.Ivancevich and M.T.Matteson, Stress and Work: A Managerial Perspective, Scott,
Foresman and Company. 1980.

13) P.J.Dewe and D.E.Guest, “Methods of Coping with Stress at Work : A Conceptual Analysis
and Empirical Study of Measurement Issues,” Journal of Organizational Behavior, Vol. 1l.,
1890. pp. 135-150.
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EHH% o HHE7 BES H vixe 9% §

24 A AFg #Asee ook

BEfASe) BEHEMUMAELE A8 E5:RL N3 HlEN BREER S 22d28 £0)7]
A% HRTH WAE 2EH2Y gReD & 5 oo =g RIS W)y zAq 9l
F8% zlolE 2% 2 A T s AT BIUBE S} REER) A dso] A Aoz
7l gich ohebd £ APl 1) ¥5E% 2) BAREENE HHE (locus of control) &
2Mgozy BEAASY £BA% NI By BB o ERE AdRsEs Aold

ololl wWal & MFEHMS Hatd AN 2EAAQN (KAL) 3 23 F+ FHE)
& od3s7) 98 Ivancevich & Matteson (1980) &) 2% A=A 2498 £ (AYFDHH
e A7ede Ao

A7H-F 0 2 Q13 g F-3lc)(time pressure) &= 270l ZHARIES] H7]5H A Yo F8 8F
o] #tebe HAMNEILEY] 2g dBel o shie] A 2EHAGlez AASHgLH
z2) o) ~eHA892 1A ket ol2ig P52 Rhode(1978), ZAE A (1977)'"
% Ed=do] 943 (1987) 7o) A7 Al ot ol APt FARIES] AW A FAE

8098 AHsIL 9ok

Z

T

(1Y ZAZE AERA @ dgd

ST B ER
XHB % S B PRER
) B EWES N } L) AHE A Asae
o) Bt KBRS , A 1) kM3 Al o
. ‘ SETERE

2) A A% 2o

SEEEENN

d5FHL

FEHE 3 DE@EHERE DY

gile) (R L

4) BRER VAT
A AHE

5) 3 #as e
ddg AR

HRAQ AR Asas

1) RBEER BLBE

14) The Commission on Auditor’s Responsibilities; Report of Tentative Conclusion, New York,
1977. o] BEaxe A¥3e] o]§& w4 2y (Cohen) Ry ¥ &cf

15) National Commission in Fraudulent Financial Reporting (the Treadway Commission), ‘Report
of the National Commission of Fraudulent Reporting,” Washington, D.C.1987.
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6 EFEAL

HARIEE A Al -g-35t7) A HEGHK HELEA A4 " Akl Y
Fxo 2 QF ghuts} 1249 el AFH e ARSI ALY A4 F Bl % ghitd
AT dom AR GFHERE Y HEARES HiE Y WE 508 RIS s dFEAEL
Pearson 5-(1985)'*'c] A-¢ 71 A¥ EHASZE QP 2EdH2a<]le] I 5 Uk

#¥%:8% (work overload) & EMH:8% (quantitative overload) ¢+ % (qualitative
overload) 2 v}7o] A Azke TSl AR A 4 £ e A Eop oy
HYE oo} doldt gJF-ako] v gol Axbe] FE3A] Edjctn Azt Afola, ¥
a9} R 2 Fo7] Ak fAQle] AF-§ Fyshed 87 EHE N lE A F) o 2ateA
v RRERC] UF 93 mr)e Ao HAR . oldwel & ATl Ei@EH = #org
o) F gol Az} Aldlo]l ¥} A& HMASE Tt UE Bibsle dReye 3
T gAY e RsEA]] B$E PP,

¥kl f7 (locus of control) & 271 &ell gk FA7t ofciol] olerlel chal 7H]le] zhe=
Wgol] R Ao A HERE (externals) & HEEHRF (internals) & v}Fe] ),

WNIEREZESS A7) A8 A5k A (events) ol ik BA7H 2k7] AAlelAl glotn 9=
Algolm AEERFEL 2712 BT A8l AotT P2 ARSolck. F oul Aol B35
Zpale) #Fol HapE Aol shxvk 2A0) Moz 19| fFol o Aol Fzey] Hoh=
B, 713, 9 == Y4 AR Sl 3 Aolaln e o o] F AR ET ot uiwo
oiW Aol oh3h Z3t(reinforcement) & zRAlel #Fol e Qo HAY Al 34 H<
B4 F43 Adety 2od o)y S48 NEREST ok

e A9 FAs WAEAES Aol Hof B2 #ENS 23 dcky 42Er] o E
2EH A AgelA] Y-S d 7T AR A KES sHA] dathe Ao,

ZHael, Al W AEsAGA H7)5HA P9 BEE B ETITRE Jeisls Axpis
© AA AR AR T B el AFH o2 hate] AL A Alvle PHE el ¥ 4 Uk

R B PRE TR RIS A2t kel 23o] Q55 $83 202 e}y o Zoj
SEHoEE AR v 7] BEFEB HE A5k A2 Jehr] g Fel A|7ibete] AlA|

|

16) D. A Pearson, S.H.Wescott and R.E.Seiler, "A Comprehensive Study of Stress in Public
Accountings,” The Woman CPA (July 1985).

17) M.T.Matteson and J.M. Ivancevich, op.cit. p.45-67.

18) J.M.Ivancevich, M, T.Matteson, and C.Preston, °"Occupational Stress, Type A Behavior,
and Physical Well Being,” Academy of Management Journal, Vol.25, 1982, pp.373-391.

19) M.T.Matteson and J.M.lIvancevich, op.cit. p.89,

20) olFF. APAEHA il A W oM, YAk 1989, pp.77-78.
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X% s HHE7 EEe Hel oixe 4% 7

Al Zold Agd Aold ISR A17Mete)) iyt whg-0 24 9AlHql oio g ZhEghc)?!,
a2 BUBEAEA S HEWSe] ALY WRYAAA 6 vl BHA Qg oJA)slx
8 glen 43 oMot e £ B fA5ks ANE 2% Ao QAsx oo
a2l R T e REES REC LKE T sl BRI Bme) Y oS
Eole A7t Hy tfo] BAMEEC U AAUER 89T A Fale) A Aspg e
AR BEEOR N BERAP AT 7180l 51 AR FF $AHNESR 3= A7) He Ho)
of EEAY BEES B ETTRT 983 A AE feA) g Azl ois) S8 F 4 8
+ 849 (Rhode, 1978 : Alderman &, 1982) o} 19 elHql $Fo)3}e] BEHRYR, @tEH
o} KR, HEAEESML] XJ Y Y HE P YR vy 49 FRE=
# ¢ (Margheim & Pany, 1986 : Kelley & Margheim, 1990) $elc}. =& 19903 ®ENE
atE@ oA AT HiY $4 AAS frEs) Y3l FREMEECS S s W4
1) #atEALRE 3 Bl AA% F2 EAMKY BITRE 2) EEMMTEHY £33 4534
ol @& HAgFo] AAASR 3) BEFAECIZAA, AxAAL S713Y 5 E A BE,
BEGE T2l AAMHAl ol 4aE 4) AESHEN BEEFHE vIAHY Y4 T}
ol21 g ZHatel A At 9= A Al QLo FARIEo] Edol s AR, F Al
AAlAA —f ez 87T e HE§ deld ARITE S stoiof sin ZHAbe} Tadg
[AG el FHE "B BB 5 243 oldistodol sl BRI FHl Auisls A9}

¥ & 9ok

2. RRe H|E

A A 2 HAH HELSE FA 02 st ¥EAS 7 WHENY BEA T84
olAE A% 2T EBEL Y REEE Aold HEEMAC I715AHA A Y olxE=
Fg AFE Ss rhde] dasdc)

%H 8% (role overload) & t}ekalA BIFRE (job performance) ol 332 vt} Margolis
5 (1974) ol o8t Agzcks F2 2zt 2dEr)e) Asl, F7hg A2 f 378 Bass
Alohxztel @aAgiciy sl 2P o R oabd e AR Asle} Az S| R Alzlo] AlT g
& F7MAU 2 83 ol =% French & Caplan(1977) & @&ychs A7}s) 2] 4] ol

21) S.M.Lightner, J.].Leisenring and A.J. Winters, “Underreporting Chargeable Time." Journal
of Accounlancy(July 1983), p.52.

22) B3 EFAsA A3, sA A AR, 1990. 12.

23) B.L.Margolis, W.H.Kores, and R.R.Quin, “Job Stress, an Unlisted Occupational Hazard,"
Journal of Occupational Medicine, Vol.16. 1974. pp. 659-661.
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Yk e ATE AT sl A TERRE, ey ARy, 2 AR, Ad, FA
o ZYrEESE AANEge] 27 AU FAE S don o AL ¥ Aol
z3o] skl e AEdss] AzPiea s Yok

BEIHE ) 882 elo)Ed A FANES K 5IT HKY FHRME Y532
HshA] 3232 7H=shed glel Ay HMIEM & (due professional care) & ofsi=]
2 Ro] dAgich olo] wha} FARIEL AAZE HEP) st G715 Yol2AE HEL
24 BEREE (A F-3eh ol A A2 A Eich wd Schuler (1980) ol 2)3tH g hciel
9le] AtSo] EAES (5 & =7e AS v HALAS (5 334, 719 7is - 5
of 7191%)) & =ztshe Afeli= 2ol Al AP Ao)r) "Eel o B AEHLE
Hheck 3o ghch AR A A Akl S0l A Azt tiE shte FUHAE vHrel A & ok
s elolERE A4 (GHAMUA) 2.2 Q% ghuts) & shis A R HeR AEHE
qrato @4 zhalele) wls-Fofl 2J3F shutzto & o] B = glokt. webx FHAllEe] o FIHcE
Qlgh Az A2 FH7} RPE BEAR (FHF) Hox xilel JrER (A g Eoletn
A2t 7 ol BEERSR A NREG o BEGIKN A Bl o Yold Aer spxsich webA
270e) 7tAde] =&

MDD A17bebel F7MEE HARIES] Ak A A7 St Aotk
(7}A2> Aj7kedntbo] Zrlar4E a9l ¢ 2o} (qualitativ overbad) & w7E HAIAES
ofdal ¢} ®3jr}(quantitative overload) 3 =7 ZHAHIE St zhalkel A A sl

7b F7hg Aolcth

>

|

EgAs = Al il sigle] FAIHE ZPAEZ Uivke] oF7 si”le] FaHoR
Y2 Aol ks oAk o] A% AAH FAH 2ok shle] FAHe] U e
o] Z83lck sRlol Al g FA AulE T Aok We YRS 2 A% Aol
gl Aoz o s o wl ubgHUE JeldA etk 2322 NERS
(internals) 5 2p7|oAl dolt doll g FAH S FAHE = Uk 17) &l (H71) YA
o} BAglo)) AEHAES o W ubH ALER K (externals) 52 %] v =& WA 2B
A28 9 b, F WAHBAEL BREEERS 9 272 ANEY AFel Eg & EE

>
ric

P

it

Y

i

24) M. T.Matteson and J.M.Ivacevich, op.cit., p.46.

25) R.S.Schuler. op.cit., pp.185-196

26) L.Margheim and K.Pany, “Quality Control, Premature Sign-off and Underreporting of Time :
Some Emperical Findings,” Auditing; A Journal of Pracltice & Theory, vol.5, 1986, pp.52-56.

27) M.T.Matteson and J.M.lIvancevich. op.cit.,

28) A.D.Szilagyi, H.P.Sims, & R.T.Keller, “Role Dynamics, Locus of Control and Employee
Attitudes and Behavior,” Adcademy of Management Journal(1976). pp.259-276.
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8% HHE7 GEY Hel oixe 9% 9

wrleE® sEds gge] A% FY F APUE el

Anderson (1977) & SBHEES) HHLE, ~cds S8 2 2=dsd Ay BRITH S
RERITH) DAE A3 woken BTl ANEAE ek AEd2E @ Adse wo
O HIMQ) WEME TS Yohe WS YehAP’. WAEAS] JWEAS o A
Hoh @ Sk ol MM, UAEANTL SIMER Heh Aol ks ek F S ol F
Aolm 2y F& UL B o U BAE g sl JIHE o wel ¥oke olx
S o)ft WABAS B ARl JAEAE B o we BP YLE T
qge) FATEE Fohe el

BRI HadelE) 25 (A BEAY FAYA, BBRA, =) % AP syl
P45 A7 Choo (1986) & HABAEE ~udx 45 398 2 23 IF ssdss
Ao BT Aee eI UK. @EHEASY T4, 2A, 9 ¥ FHS o 247 P
559 ©g AT Y] W 1 FHYS] =X e ATel hE HF, L) B,
den 2EAAE olg 4 Aok E FEEAC o] SIS A AN AEHL

2 245 Aot Ae AT 7] gRolch AAEAELS AAA LAEE Rel e o

Ir

rir

HE BAE ¢ 5 s 58S M AgdAE Solsil Ay (2 A fEHA ¥ & W
ko) ookt mabd SERN HEE 7H) RIS o= AE AR E7sta Alzhe
ol th3 ey AEHAZ 975 YAF o Bol ¥ AR dgda. wepx oga A
7hdo] =& €t

(FH3> 2MEAR 48 (externals) & 71 AAIISS) ke A Azl F7hg Aol
(FFAL AZshEbel 271 4% AEAR 4% 7 PAASe) ke A Az e
Z74g Aelch

29) T.R.Mitchell, C.M.Amyser, & S.Z.Weed, °“Locus of Control; Supervision and Work
Satisfaction,” Academy of Mangement Journal, 1975, pp.623-631.

30) S.Cohen, “After-Effects of Stress on Human Performance and Social Behavior : A Review
of Research and Theory,” Psychological Bulletin(July 1980). pp.82-108.

31) olFE, AHAMA, pp.77-78

32) P.E.Spector, “Behavior in Organizations as A Function of Employee's Locus of Control,”
Psychological Bulletin, 1982, pp.482-497.

33) F.Choo, “Job Stress, Job Performance and Auditor Personalit Characteristic,” Auditing: A
Journal of Practice and Theory, 1986, pp.17-34.

34) M.T.Matteson and J.M.lvancevich, op.cit., pp.45-47.
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10 ZRRR

M. ek

1. AR X AHAE

€ A7 A=A FARE Hlo) gl BERL A BIBEEA (BIE®+ o M)
BEAAN) S8 ZANAR sfdch 250 BBRE A A HHE 24 9 st
AR olgsiel, slAS 2AY G# FEHE S $3l9 YRS SRy AP R
4 AL H71817) b gell o5 ol H7 WAUARISL FARIZHFAYA) bkl 7Hg mztsln
AR B st FEe) dge AAZ olsh: Alde)r] wfolu).

AT7HEE Aeshe Wl Y83 B HUHE AES S SUSD AT wse
e AN A YEstd A7z Y4 SHE A9l Y2 E Ao o] ok

AEAE T ol 4104 3 57.8%% 23757} B4 Eqdch. 0 TS RIS+ 964 B
BAA 141800 gl $5tet RIS JFAYL B2zl 14.38A, AU} 54. 18
Holct. '

2. PpHo| HME
1) RERS
B 8% 0 AN ¥WES ) HY 2L Ivancevich & Martteson (1980) & @17-i| 4]
AHg-3F 2= A Ak &3 (stress diagnostic survey) & o]-83ta Zt7Zb 383 3} Fleming

(1979) 8] AEAel4] o] 8-=U™ 27) 31 F718ke oFA - A g} 7} 48802 THA L (7
piont scale) 2 235 rc}

2) MEe R

Rotter (1966) — ME#RE < SHERES 2L 471 98 29709 2302 A" B
FHETE Meslank o] ZYETAE AAZHS B U T3] 667 TS0 gy
AA Ale) BAAAE HH87] AW T 2370 0lch ool 253 7} o] o] 9=
Rotter2] I-E testo]cp®,

35) A "ARAEdas) A whese) PAT Fogoittm Y HARYED, 1988, B}
(cronvach)aell 93 AA$= FA JF3c} .79, A Agso 692 et b 9ch
36) olFE, HAAM. p.18l.
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Eu8%e HUHNEBZ BEY Hol vxs oy J]

Fhld AAE 5197372 o] HES Wek- £AHA W2 HEE AU v} glon] B
B oAE olgstach o] ALAL TEY 6718 TYste] 2217 Lgo ofTojxu
RE-FRE EHEE 9lol%ch

FAAA e 2He HTEY 60E Aol 2 Bgolch WAER 04, HHER (UL Sl
o 48] 30-36% ool Aldte AMEAZ AT 39 30-35% ol LS WHEAE L atol
=

3 EX2 R ETHR

Aatel A Astsle Ao R o) Ag ol mel: 92 AR A7 BAE T 8o}
HAAo2 zHale] Ag Wol e gy FEHch oA WY Fleming (1979) 3 Kelley
& Margheim (1987, 1990) &) 79} ofju]z Aol 4 ZHAkISw Abe)dt A Ay Ao}

APRETHE A4 REAMUES 2YIEF stgon it MAKNCS 28 2ysn
B8] o2 AlZte) A AS 2L FAIES AT Aol e AR oal) 2y YEL
stlch HEEMQ) BES B ETFTHE 972964 A8 549 A sl 2 sl
tHaf od-olle & Il ® sl 2= gc)

=3k bt A Azl sjoll h 27FRAL Hated QA7 A A AT At ol
B T 200 HBLHIYEE FLoTA YubHql zhAle] A AMHAYTE 2aseic)

3. BHAHE

RSl ool ETBHR \FEQA 7M. 2, D2 HME HEM S Telsle B2sldc wa
HEFFAZRAND 70 7MI> & BERFI @85 47 (hierachical multiple regrssion) & o] 4
sted Aot dHehe] Y 18718 FFson Rl kel A Aty eziel] BA 7}
Aol o 22 seds o)EeA ML BUM S8 D7 s AL oiu)sha]
FAHEA (ANOVA) & o] &-35l9ic).

V. Press

1. RBERSD KH| B BTHH
(F Dell= BERES —BEEANA o)FoE BEASY B B ETHEY BY-BEH

30 AHE FHa Y AL WEMANTAY, PEtaTL 1973,
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12 ERRE
%£15.8% ool HRBEGR 7T A A= Aotk

(F Dolld 22 288 BBEAEAY 3% BN EBESE HEHREA AL BES
B/ OETFTS =50 p(01), RE £Wo5M & METR =21, p(0l) 25 2% E9
HRERGR S Vel T olon —REFAAE B B MRETR. FH BEY B ETHR
259 743 HEM ES MRG0 05 +F) & Jepda oo

R OD BMEEREY EXel B BETSMHY BARAG

BEEAY Dy HE
BE BE ! —# EE
UCT% RAQ UCT (B) RAQ (/)

_ EHEBAY

1. WA (B A) 2] wx (50 *** 13 ** (16 ***
2. MY A 2 .26 ** .53 **x .20 ** .02

3. B2 A VR .45 ¥ .05 .30 ¥
_BOREEY |

1. Azt .25 *** T Bt ) .05

2. )i A} .35 *x .59 *** .36 *** .05

3. BEZA 1l .28 *** .01 .02

By R A 0|
| BRFEA TLY

1 @7l .04 .00 .03 -.20 ***

2. WA AL .16 * .07 (19 *** - 18 **

3. HERAY -.05 - 04 -.06 -, 20 ¥

UCT%=RE% ¥EmBsn B/ #4478 (underreporting chargeable time)
RAQ=E#%Z° B ETITH (reducing audit quality)
** pd. 05 *** pd.0l

BIEE A HEEEANA A JFsde & Mg 242 A A8 (UCTir=.
26,p<. 05, RAQ;r=.53,pC.01) % 4ubdl 39 A4 747 FouT geghs FoAH
A (r=. 20, p(. 05) & hebd e gubAQ) A9 R BEY H ETHRe oA
ARRAE Bolxl E¥ch HYPEEATY A% BH FHEZ S AdAAET sl R
HEGEANA ) A Mstgde 95 AdA (UCT%:r=.14,p{ 10, RAQ:r=.45p
(0D & Jehiiglon, dwidel 3¢ AYsAASThe del Fi) xS B ETITR #2431
Az (r=.30, p<. 01) & viehd whdd AA) 52t A e gete] @A FoiHolA)
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(5829 HEHCEY BEE Hel vixs 9% 13

Yt

oleigr Aohe, YubHo R E{I@Et S HRIBE YA 2ol e RRFHA T2
stk QlAlo] ol BEA KB R vlsted BMRE ) $3Y A= BHMBRE S BR 7] Ast
o A HEEMMLS) EHE == KRNI 2AT5F Sax ol & MHEGE 715
sted BshRE obxlnt IRbE Gkl 4E8 5o KA He ETAVE FAE AANL e
Vel Aol T, Wil HMEIEEASS RIEMIL o 22 BRERE | AFES ¥ A9l A
o) QAAZHE olgsled KBES DAsEE xYUoE EKS HEE 5 AN BES
He EFTBE $o24 HUMBEREH H-est Aotz ¥ 4 Aok 8, HIY XHES o
BES B ETHEY B4 ol AA d3zaele) A+ BH ¥XBEL e o=
A% geld Fo ARBA (R 01§ dephol FHDe) AAHR % HAFE Aok
WEEEAL A% BHEEEINA A A1) A st ezt fiH ABBA (r=.28.p
01) & b wielel BEAHTS AL HERHNA BE B ETHR 259 748 #o3
Q) AgA (UCT%:r=.35 RAQ:r=.59,p<.01) ¥ —BEENA RBEH AP RETHRAS
o)Al Fol Abpa (r=.36, p(. 01) & vehiol AYH AT o] REPARRISEY AH 4+
Bz oy AEd2E o Yol PEcim & 4 ok ol REFARITE] At AYIAAZ
e} wixE Bge FAEE 57) dEel JFe] shiol wet ke A AsiPHel A
d8kg o]x)7] ol & 4 ok wiHel MYHAAETLS FAAT-F Azt A A
(manager) & @71 /WY ZAbi o) A4S RaRFARITS FYE vRe 2 el RE
AR AdsiA Dok olel abel BEMF LSS BEABS 2 BYKEAS] A
s oo Rat4el wel oiAg MST HEARIS dAY Al 458 Y & UEF
grizMe] i (EHBEIL e 204 KM & Gl s, Fazl At FEUA
ZHAbS B o5 R A 7belAbe] ol ADE Baofsh lAbol7] wEol HEERMM ) K&
LM, BPME R AABAe) e g HW £HESE o wol FYddy ¢+t

w3, BA-EM EHES S SEe B ETTRL) AW FKE vlad & o, K&
g 27 3¢ 2t Ayl JFAE m7e Al gl A A3
ezt o wee vjepdn ok olell wheh (FRd2y7h 21X ek

WENTHT 02 o] 4% Al AH(ZHAILA) 2ol A RBRFHN T3tk BAS BES
B EFITAY AgAEdd 81, BRII@LSe] 455 durhlelA AAl 742t s
wasielel fo)aal Fel AbwkabAl (r=.19, p{. 05) & A7k Ak A A st siehs FAH) f )
A (r=-.18,p¢ 05) & JehddL, WBEEAS A4 G e A Asdde A

o e

A
R (r=-. 22, p(, o) & veho} BERIBEER S e BABE 7 2Hke) Aol $2.3 4L

/\

-141-



14 ERRE

PIA T QlS& “EPR Qlct ol ElolEd Az iy AU Bze ZAARIER st
ARG T A2 FAE TS sk ANE 2esle AR g o) AL AT oo
Ak dke] el e 27k B E HAsolobdg Jehlx 9ot

EE H ETTRA 3 A3z 2N 58S (A4 7} ) B ET1T8
o} FHRHE A DHETR L5 £ ARPAE Jehio B B ETTHRY 53 BERFo
Hi od$& debiz ek oy AFAIE= £4THREES (Rhode, 1978: Aledrman &
Deitrick, 1982: Kelley & Seiler, 1982, Kelley & Margheim, 1990) 3 4% A3& vtehiz
Atk

2. BHfumet BFS R BFTR

(2ol 4IRS BAKMY BN FHCE BHY B (E FTBM AMMET A A
Sk (E 204 N, FUBHAEASY FANAE HEBENA 2] U A5 (r=.13,p
€05) R —EEAA JFAZ FARTY (r=. 18, p{.01) & 24k} A AW (r=.13,p
(.05) Z¥sh o4l Ee A#@AL dehin ook o= BHEAL) ALRM A G
B o) E¢hE BEY H ETIFRS Ue 82 UL vehis Ao 2K (FMI3e] ¥H Y
£ ekl ek

(B 2> ARt EFo | BETIRAI HMME

EHEAL PEY) HE
HE BR — EE
UCT% RAQ UCT(A) RAQ (M)
_ A HEEIE
1. ¥EA3HApa) A A -.02 (13 ** .18 *** .13 **
2. WY 2H A} -.08 .06 12 15 *
3. X27}Apq .02 .18 ** .22 11 *

* pd.10 ** pd.05 *** pd.01

RS 239 HHEA & dagA7) duide] &) B ETTB2A £/ B&
H ETHTRS vl AadaaA (r=.15, p{.05) & Jehlglon, Sxztaelxe] ZHale) 2
Ast Hohs fFofFolx] XYk whd HMEIBAA S Aol 5ol 3Hate] A A s
(r=.18,p<. 05) o AubzAtel 2] o) habe} A Aslsf ¢l LFol f-2) Ml AA (UCT%:r=.22, p
{.01; RAQ:r=.11,p(. 10) & Hebho] FEHIE <} D2ig &) BH ETITRE BPEEASY
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£1E% s HALE GE B udEs 99 15

wlo

Yepdckn ¢ 4 ek

Al

A<

3. BAHKREYNS HEFAVHRY BT R ETHRS

9714 BE-BN £B:8% 750 5718 45 AR tm (GHE SR o) 33 34k
o BES B ETHEZ Bobdl Zloleks HEFADHRA A B e gEI 1§ 3o
BEAR B BT 2 S5 HT (ANOVA) & 3ttt (& Dolle BBEREA (M2 Aist 4374
AD el el Ri-HE XBES, HHOE L )5 WHE HAFABRT A= ek

(B 3 RPAS, MPOR ¥ EX R ETHH ME

7} j_ﬁ_if’?ﬁﬁﬁk REE 5 DT ANOVA
RAQ(H ) R* R 5 F&¥ F gt
4 ¥ .27 .07 80. 29*** 56. 64***
A 812 .28 .01 4.17** 3.06*

#EFA .28 .00 .67 91
df=3/215 (R=.53*%) (R=.53**%)
AH 453 .22 .22 62.99*** 29.7g***
A A .24 .02 5.14** 2.68*
HEFR .24 .00 1.42 .95
df=3/215 (R=.50***) (R=.42%**)
_ UCT(HAM)
34 ¥ .05 .05 9. 04*** 5.65**
FA A=A .05 .00 .09 .41
#H B fF A .05 .00 .02 .00
df=3/167 (R=.23*%) (R=.22***%)
Ay gF 3 .07 .07 12. 31*** 6.38**
A 92 .07 .00 .02* .20
HEffA .07 .00 .01 .14
df=3/167 (R=.26"***) (R=.23%

* pl. 10 ** pd{.05 *** p<. 0]

ANOVA¥A3H A3 HALHIA EEM BES B ETHSRAQ & ¥4 d¥acis
A Qe 2Rl FH TYR (P01 $8) & deIRon], HHLES 330l [
5347 (pC. 05) 3 ANOVARAo) 4 vlofshiivl §)1e MR (p(. 10) F ehhd oo} KH:@S o}
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16 EBAR
Sz E S MEFAZRE fdelx 2ok 9, EHEH B DEETR WY A=
BH-HE RS 250l o3 EHE (001D & Jepid o} EirEe TR #HE
fERRRE Fodela Z4ch

MEEEAS A% GE 29 AndAEAe s £ ups} o] FARIES] HEHILE
it 542 B3Pk Adhe) FEI3 K (533 A RAQ:r=. 18, p<. 05, dubtAleliA] UCT
%:r=.22,p{.01, RAQ:r=.11,p<{ 10) 2.2 s}o}5l u} F7}H 02 ¥ z7}Al)o] th3F ANOVAEA
< Algsiach 2 A abe) A Astg el dsl BATEIES (F=16.50, p<. 01) o S SR (F
=5.19,pC. 05) 77 EBHRE ey BH A% 9 HEHVEe AEFEAYRE S5
(F=4.32,p<.05) & ehalch

T £ A7 FY B2 A3AE 3 ablle e Aol okl HEFARES] Kl
W71 djEell HE2A<Q ANOVA 24wt Alx)sledct. o] wby-& Schuler (1977) 2 Kelley (1984)
ol o3 o]g-d Ho] ok (IY 1D HWBIREAL Aol EHEM EES B EFHFS
¥ MHEFAHRS HEe ez gl

RA — n=39 external
Q5 .3
4
3 | n=6 (2.6) n=43 internal
- 3.5
2 —
n=5
)
5 B EW RBES

a8 D BBEETASS] SEOR e B0 KBRS HEEH

By RBBS TEo 32 A5 SN HEe] 22 BPEEANERS) 5 AEm f4E
°] R WMBEEA (NERE) S 2ot 2te A Mg AE 2318 HA sz Aeg Jehiz
ek &, AAY Aol £2 A% T 1.8E, HAH o] £ FHalele) AS Fig 2 6@
Aol & Bolx glrt. wiHe) By RWBEE EA =7 A= NEN RS BEIREASY
e} A Asp e £ 3. 5E o) AER HiE ) MEIEEASS £ 4. 2812 G S
FEol w2l 7 A Q3] RIS k) A Al vl wiHNE Jehde] (714
Ol 3 ek g depde) oo ahe} (ZHH4)E FEH o Zurjul BxbARIY HS
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%A% KBl BES HA oiXe 9% I7

o ¥ty 2z)5] et

FHZ B Baig € A7 Aol AER @] BEEASI 3¢ BREEX AN A
el e A Az glet freHQ ES ARAAE dehidon 53 BREREAL ASde
RAE|3t Lol Wl S R dubzbabell A 74 oA AddAE debhddel =g &Y
EBRLE 54 =2 £F AR tEEe] & MUEEASS e A A uxe
W) tEES] X2l ERY 54 deikch o)y d7ATE, 53] RzARIY Ae
BY) RBES A3t A8 R el 58 £F TENY BMYERE Jehdichke Ay
T2 dAFE Aelot F, £ A7ATNE NI HEE S BE MERR 4 Ko
VRAYEE o] §3p7] wfiel F2 RRE vebls U A FHHESS HA FAR w4
BER Al o F7153 g8 FH3E teda ske 97729 (Spector, 1982) 9 244
°of o} w& HHNE 2T ATt A= NI HHE S LAY AYE o =717
o Foll S BEHEIH vls A N RES sixINy, A4 A Jebdor e
AP 75 (Quick 5, 1984; Davis, 1982; Browneell, 1981)* = Ux|=l&= Aole} shilch

V. &

F PriolMs BEASC) df7t de BEEAR (AN o2 st 4y sh= RY-BEY
EPALRA (LB L) sloll+] GTBRE HEZ Hske T8 BR7F ZA ol A3l HHE
el BRE W3 BES B ETHRY 79 9098 vdehiizdeon, 223 #lENQ
TRe dAalse BAN Q] HHCE Faed oo} d2d 5 Udge Jehigsich

AL ABJALAANA F 5 Qe A AY BE-HY XBALE AESA @2 EEEIK
el BEtE FERTE ke T EEMY BES H ETTHY WX XM & HiE e g
fgEmel H ETTR 254 23 fo3 JadAE Jdetddch. 53], BiL@at+e 3%
AMEAEASEY HYY EBA%2 9 KX H ETHRNS 2 ARdAE Jehio] -
A BEEES BPULREE Al7Ishs stde G Ao =3 RIS A48
HElE o) 2 +F% BE H ETHRS HE7 53¢ Jehigden 53], MpEEAY
ZF HEERAZHAA debd A 43 B ZBBE +F0] ¢ £F A0 KHEQ PAE
9 zHabe] A A A9 wxr} Fopdlch: U] FAE AL

€ 979 Axk= 2l HAEDL e FREES) KES =g Ao Wit s g

38) ol 35, AFiEdHA o, Az g i, A4 1989, pp. 77-78.

-145-



18 EEan
A Helghe olobrldME Edsichs HE AlAbshe Aol sllah wetA @EHEAS
el o2y EE O H ETHAY KR/ 248 5+ At KRS FE3 ezt FMEN
A EHS H ETR HY MHHEE Z7dlol & Aotk 27 A A, o
gealo] 97153 P97 ZARISAAA doluh=A] £ 15°] F2 o4 EES A KTHE
o] FoiixE MAfies FEso} Yt

A, BBEEAS 753 TS 2371 A8 A - Mg EEe "B ETHR
olFo] A YTE MRl geles A 5 UEF sofsin], AZPALAGA RENG
+& HIP AFA} ¥t

A, RMF "PUEY el 7Y 5 A=S AR EMF EMLHEES 280}
Ll d

A, EAREHAFREEENAE BEE S HY. HiEK 24 89 ozt ABEBEEZEI9xE
A aeisioof ic}

 FRe A= A, ACEENE o AT7HAG. FWENI TR Y HRHY
RURME ATl AT "NAY FEE Jehlr1E A £ oom, 1 A% AUS HiE
MY THRE AMFRET 7154l At

A, X B KL FEEEA A A 24E ¢+ g
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