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Abstract

Hindsight bias is the tendency for people with outcome knowledge to believe
falsely that they would have predicted the reported outcome of an event (Hawkins
and Hastie 1990). Auditors would be significantly disadvantaged if judges
committed hindsight bias in evaluating audit quality. Auditors make decisions
prior to knowing the outcome information, but auditor liability is determined by
the judges who are presented with negative outcome. If judges cannot disregard
the outcome information, they tend to blame auditors more than otherwise for
failing to detect financial problems of their audit clients. This study is conducted
with judges in Taiwan as subjects. Experimental results indicate that judges’
evaluation of audit quality is subject to hindsight bias. Audit quality is evaluated
lower by the subjects with negative outcome information than that by the subjects
without outcome knowledge. More importantly, the interaction of working
experience and outcome knowledge is significant, indicating that the effect of
outcome knowledge is lower for more experienced subjects than for less
experienced subjects. Thus, judges’ experience can mitigate hindsight bias. This
study 1is the first to provide evidence that judges in Taiwan are subject to hindsight
bias. This study also provides evidence that the judges’ hindsight bias can be
mitigated by working experience. Implications for the judicial system and the
accounting profession are discussed.

Keywords: Hindsight bias, Outcome knowledge, Experience, Judges.

Submitted September 2008
Accepted October 2009
After 2 rounds of review



RER IR FTHFFETL760 0 S FoRegRh L B 3

2 Vg
.B‘ l"i'

FEAE R ARBFFIMBAHE2Z TR (bldo: $R2001 #2 2K T
B o #2003 E2FETER) 05 ’“’H%%iﬂig S RET AL (o
ELR 0 P PR R 0 R € R EF 2 2§ @ & £ (Reckers, Jennings, Lowe and
Pany 2007)c — & € 3HEFAT R DL 2 2 PAIR A €3N T a0 o TRE R3F

oo kA o B AT TR EH 0 B e AR iR Y >
BRZ FALTAM . g3 FF LB BT » B2 R 2FORFF P
FRAT 4L LR AR BT 2 PR E SRR
TRz AT G2 o R AAT T L pﬁifx?’z?éﬁ wb’:?& 1T EHegTIR

. : = - % #émikx

)
:

P BT E B o ]

Fe P o RO R ek o BAE ) e B E A2 5 T L2 P (hindsight

Fischhoff (1975)% TR 4 #f aid- K iEAz? » € p RF R nT B % 21
MEEELY A AR MzEFAR RELEA e g TR
R OFSERG R c BARSFETHET BRFRESE RN T 2
ToHWEPFAR LR EE T £ X 5T {8 % 3 (outcome
knowledge)m DR (e Anderson Lowe and Reckers 1993; Lowe and Reckers
1994 %) 3 3 B fo «ﬂ?/mwﬁﬁg’ﬁiﬁﬁ%{@?i’

2
eI Sl A SR LA %i'ﬁsfiv‘ Bk - BA RS2 BEEBAEL - 2
BRE BTt % £ 2d 2 it “T@Eﬁé%—’»?a’?ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬂﬂﬁﬁ °
BT ZFHFIR AR KRB AR A R EIRRGAREFOLE > AR
SRR SER ihh R o KBS SR L2t e L AR E

ol

i\
.t
T

.

N

=
\ e
T ;
s
"j—)l \‘\r
&

~

q%o@nkmmsﬁ%@ﬁf““$HWﬂ
» - N 1§J¢

P T RN
T

W W
- A

LA
. =
F& ~me (229
T
S (\‘ ’
>3
W
5

T g
Eo
IR
W
e
[
*
g
J~
L
3
h&

RIn%
<
S
(\x

SIBAEARZT AFEEF AR L3 X0 TR
FRE (AR FEFLEOREAOC GRAL TR R LR )
PR 5P N ;%;é"ﬁ R X Fiﬁ F’“(between—subjects)\ G
%ﬁééﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁWﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ%V9°pi’ FRREER S VAN
BNFETLLDAPEL T > H3L D ﬂ?ﬁi@?ﬁ% fug‘fﬁm%u%ﬁfi ’
FE gl ? b P €3 AR G A (attitude)TF AL g S PR o A
X0 XA %gﬁﬁﬂzfﬁﬁw\ F FEINLMIEF I U E g?ﬁ th AR o
HBETRERF P RYEY DL AT DL R EL G AR L
FFEAE AT EREN G ET AL APRE - Aldledns o BB
XRFHWE I F ST BRREIL AL L FH BRI



PR E féﬁj—r“iﬁﬁ)iﬁégﬁﬁié_’@éﬁ‘ﬁé ':'F’f; R R Sl
Brosfit A2 P mAZ T L3 §RERTHN EP PR R

BEET AR RFOBRELLCRADOTART o ﬁ”ﬁ“ﬁ%“
r‘i«@ﬁﬂ}rjﬁfr, BHEMNAFTRE S g;g_—*ﬁ o 3T 2.0 AREE K
ﬁ’ﬁfﬂWé%%%Jﬁﬁﬁ?mfﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁpﬁﬁ%&ﬁmﬁxF
PHEFLDL O AALFERREFZRGET ORD G AL T %
oz 2 > 1 ivgoe v T R ) fTER2ZAKBFE - &8
x%*ﬁwgfﬁ%é?ﬁﬁﬁﬁi@’%&g;Wm@ﬁ*%’ﬁﬁﬂi
LRANP L EA TG FHET AT TH SR RS T
FHEF RO e e dofe B A & —ws@%ﬁ C R RCE ’E’ eI
R TROBE S A OB E G TRk G P RS BT o A7
z&ﬁﬁiﬁoivgﬁ%foﬁ:*W@w%v?vﬁ TR ¥ 2
AR E 0 R E RS RS- B RRHEER -

;~ N v}f&‘}”&ﬁ,\ BaER

SEp i L2 Bdp A AEEPT R - AR AR
e RN E TR e
FEEDLARZEEEL g o
ik (Fischhoff 1975) o 4% % 2. » 4
z&g&%ﬁwﬁ+zkogﬁ”f*W;%%gja
R R i 3t enilAv ik 3 (cognitive biases)z. — 0 i ® \
¢ oo B wﬁr : ?5 K 2 %1(Arkes, Wortmann, Saville and Jarkness 1981) ~ #zip5 i
(Pennington 1981) ~ % 3+ 4+ K (Kennedy 1995) ~ £ 7 ¥ | %7(Tan and Lipe 1997) & -

FEDEFHVAEADKT ) GERRFE AL S B REE TR
T’hﬁﬂﬁézﬁ;%’ﬁwéikm@@wﬁﬁméiﬂmﬁwov%
Bhod 7 o #0418 & e B 7 s ol 48 3% i (Guthrie, Rachlinski
and Wistrich 2001; Harley 2007) - B2 2 kg bdp o BF B f AL E 2
BT 227 X kil (w 4 ¢ Anderson et al. 1993; Lowe and
Reckers 1994 ) o Anderson etal. (1993) 1 65 =% RE=RE iz F 1% 5816
REFEFEBEFF AR HRBTEEY R LYY L U

SRR REFR S F T HN AR A M i F M ¢
%\J‘EFF’%;FIW}‘;:?—EgFE':FF'&I;I—‘E'P,ﬁ;p;mFF'L PR B Az F & i"\g
FHEF 0 BRX D]1S S Ao enR B o Anderson, Jennings, Lowe and Reckers (1997)
ﬁ@%ﬁ%@r@QLWJﬁﬁ*’éﬁhlw7ckga’%ﬁ’ﬁ?Sﬂ
FHREAF N OEILF BT R CBEFOBRILI GG EAET N
RS AZP RGPS N R AR T TR R 0 X K



Lowe and Reckers (1994)12 92 =2 % |
Fed M g 3fr AR v g ehgid o A
B R R EET R R o 1 PR R
?ﬁ"%}‘ﬂ%?ﬁ NP REFREE S B EBAE - F

fBAT R A Y % R E 2 e
o I’E'F’?’iftﬁi“i. XEE o BRP "f”ﬂt IRA !
FRAE TR ER SRV A '

F
‘m@ ﬁ%%%%m’iﬁnwﬂﬁﬁﬁiﬁ

-
—‘M #“;’F @*ﬁ%*g“ﬁLﬁﬂéﬁiﬂ%’iﬂﬁ%
e B o ﬁi)‘“ FEEG T e F o PT UEMBIERY > RFEH
A;{"J F'j( E ,V'f—gsﬁi)i °

Kadous (2001)4 47 & B3 g 32 &5 x:rﬁ’J% 11216 1z % 8
FRARBE BT DO2OPHRRT PFES Tk (LF 2R
BAHIRL T )T g R (LR AR FL L) 15 L3
WA BOF E ) AR f‘:;%%e&;'—r R EBAE R TSR
RS WAPAAR R R R RS VPR B R R ot
BFBL AT R €37 FRE %ﬁ’{rﬁ U EFE e INETRABRE
B AR DTS F E 0 %R 2 '—Q Pk A EEE f‘f—""—"—’f—'f b 'lﬁ%ﬁi’ 3
Tﬂ*?@??"#ﬁ?i FrRdMAMp ¢ hg @ 22|15 % o
s N ETEE R AT R Rg, R v e 4R o Guthrle et al. (2001);*} hF
R B 2R e 2 B AR BT g FALANTRHE FHREFFR £ K2
AR € 75 4pBh(anchor)ih? i £ (TR TAEAF S ) X
2l (framing effect) ~ 7 7.5 & 2 P 3. % (hindsight bias) ~ ¢ &g & % $8 5
FulEARE AT (TS L MES% 2 P representativeness heuristic )

m\a‘;!fl

EIRNE

' Anderson et al. (1997)2. ¢ % *® » & wH ¥ - R “,ﬁﬁf TR TRIERE G PRI AR
B R REE TR BRSPS S ATA SR Pl s R rﬂiiﬁﬁﬁfré
EEAHERERA ML LTFY o B AP TRRBESIT RN LG A A
F4 e

? Lowe and Reckers (1994)2. f % ¥ » 4 v @ — o &35k % R FRLAZ o 4 BpRR
FETTRABREAP LY TLRE A PELTAS vt"”&'p’%f’qr’v BARTE 2iERNE

T\J"M M ?lgLa\ 1o ReWha 2R FAEE"‘ SRS SR R A D
“'E’fllyﬁf:"ﬁ-frgn B ‘_;"]n‘l [ /u%gm_._%;\lff %I 7T~)\J {ﬁjfé i’T j’K[% I[&f& A2 { g\?' ﬁi)ﬁ



6 g 7477 0 % S04 2010 & 17

N

r@p»%gJgiﬁﬂ%%&%ﬁaéﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ’d%?k%é%
WAL L F G R UE L R P SRR P &
KREMLE SR Y A2 P wﬁa’m%wﬂw%ﬂaﬁg
FEGIER > ARRBT ARG D EF P ERFE B A
FEEE S RKPRE A A E2 1k CEYR O URETRE AR
FFE2td 8 o HEF 2302 d MR R OR AR
W@ws%%°ﬁfi’ﬁgﬁﬁ5rﬁiJ’%A P E R e
;Wiﬁéﬁwﬂﬁ% FHER %H%&mﬂ% )
AREFEERFLET €3 %skﬂ'ﬁ

i ?

~ :

N N

Hf ) 4G Sl

AR AR ARGV RIBEA R S uEE s d a2y b"* E’?‘F 4

Hf%a%&’fﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ&%ﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁoﬁ AR FEFAL
ERRE RSN S R S SR 5;; P e st A
%iJ%H*kz%: : HBE AR (RE 2 2R

2009)

TN
i
W
)
o
iy
1u:

~ﬁ

#4e Anderson et al. (1997)#73F » £ 2 F % 2| 7 ¢
B RS LT F e R d T
%?1é—ﬁ%¢ﬁﬁ@éﬁigﬁoﬁzi’;?ﬁv
3 % ehd]j&- b o Tversky and Kahneman (1974)#F1 a1 * 9
(anchoring and adjustment) i v% i& {7 /A& % > Thig = i—‘ﬁifﬁap 3 & FFH 2 - o
@/2‘ Ty ,__&ﬁ;r.}a‘?t_fi—ﬁ\ ?ﬂbi%‘ﬂ,ﬁt'f;%fr r‘f‘lﬂif‘;ﬁfi)ﬁ"y—
Ghod MERKFFIEF R 2T § %““56}‘&"3'—%{%1,_’
et al. (2001)4g sk ~ IR E B H B R g R B pen
TR 0 A FREDLRERT c FEHrE T s AREZEFHFIAT
e ésmug R RAE AR D TAL R P i
V-2 o B THEEE IR ﬁ%wgﬁfg,vui%ﬁﬂai
Z P e F 0 SETE T AT € *+ 6 L2 P iR B ies fiip ko
Ei%ﬁ%%ﬁ%2%%_*;&JWWW%£%¢%ﬁﬂ’Qiimﬁﬁ
%o 5 58 F 0 A A K PRARELY “$ eh— 8 3% 4 i 3%-(Christensen-Szalanski
and Willham 1991) - @ %< & &2 ”"{ < (2007)% MAREFERBZE (1T
BHDZFT) FRFTHL AR GHFEHRT 2P AL DRE - s PR
AP R E anAvyY o SRR ;3 FP(Bde: BT B ) » #3092
7 _'rﬁ%fgi@ B w‘g& CEEEFR WS B PE TR
e BB R ERFIIINGHUFEAELS > T AEF Z A k% F,ufr(the
th1rd -person effect in commumcatlon) ° is ur’“ SFTEE 0 AR EE AR
- g A AR A L Sy fm— ATl A A
@L%E/L“$E§‘_i;&ﬁﬂ R Wt“’_ v i 2 R 4T

-~

P

E‘r’}z:’g L

]

PUEIRRINE B P YRATE 2 T VHCRAE 10 6E o



HER - HEE -2 THEIST2E60 S oBi g Y 7

HI: 2B P RRSFRALTR > #RETRS 37 FOFF TR -

TR~ Hﬁ&:#ﬂ nEHlEsY o Lﬁ\ﬂ#i]iy%f‘—"‘\‘mg’m 4o i@ 35

Il 2tk @Laﬁém i’ﬁ*ﬂWT%~méi°{?F“%ﬁ L
i;é—‘g LYY -4 ”’E;hﬂ*%(LoweandReckers 1994) > & ¥+ i ’TJ K ]
% 5 (Anderson et al. 1997) » ¥ r1FE S L2 P ARG o A GFEFEFRT
;ﬁgwé%mﬁd’é:~$iﬁaéwﬁw¥—ﬁé%’wJﬁ”£*
B 72 % 2 F i+ (Clarkson, Emby and Watt 2002)- Clarkson et al. (2002)12 122

ik §4Tm»wéﬁ’ﬂé%%¥”wﬂ%m¢%£«} RS A2
eI e o i iR IR @ﬁﬁ?_x’éj » A ﬁi—alfgg bR I & s angl .g.fs
MoF fs L2 P IR g oo ‘k‘ﬁ”’m#ﬁ%’\%{ﬁ Z)pF o AXT LR P2 R EREE -2
i ¥ Harley (2007) R 3% » 7 15 % R R 4p 15§ Bldo ™ #F 4 {8 % fogh o
#2358 o Guthrie et al. (2001)45 ! » F 2i@427 » 2 F 03 i L2 PR Ak
p}’ﬁ‘;{mﬁc B0 i PIRRIE TR N2 E AR iEauER 0 B P E B ekl
T s W ACHE T AR R B e R R B GE F A A RATiR
A 0 M g R AR

B3 JGsk en oM A W 22 B2 58 > Larkin, McDermott, Simon and Simon
(1980)~ 478 FA K75 #FRE FLFERFITE TRV E P BTRAET A
PR PR RG AR RRBE TG LA TERIF 0 p ARG § 5
SEMIEG A RE R G421 MRk ke b ERRRT A
EPAB Ak EA T A 2 T8 % 4 o Kaustia, Alho and Puttonen
(2008)4p 1 > EARARE § F AR F A X 3| Thyen L - Fiske and Taylor (1984)
Figd o BESHR A B A s F A fid(schema) § 3 i 0 T L
b SRR A o SR il > BSRAEE R F 0 X I R R R R
M7z 9 i< - Wallsten (1983)4p 1 & ¥ gt g B30 "“ Mol 3t nAears i de il [ 4
3% » Christensen-Szalanski and Willham (1991)% &g 128 & < /I?r I Ep BT €
K%irﬁ%%ﬁJ%EWﬁ;“wéﬁﬂ@ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁ;wmﬂﬂw IR E Fe
E\"ﬁ*ﬁ'”y‘-ﬁ'—- R A L RO REE B’ ERT] TS % om | ol
2R o Guilbault, Bryant, Brockway and Posavac (2004) f& % 12 15 3% » 15 % BE 95 k&
N R T EF TY PRRUS PR E PR
AHILEFAEL > B X I Mg % sk ) enB B o A 72 91 ¢
T 4r Christensen-Szalanski and Willham (1991)% I e % » ¥ it i'ﬂ SEAL
A Ririd s o Fli - BAEB B R R REBEOBE L LAHE 0 w2EE
F I RN A AN IR B R o

B2 ER LA NT g LRAROEFHF M ER > LET
MR Ram R R TR PR T ARFEDOFHFIRET 0 X
wﬁawwﬁA% TR FEES AN A A AL F B EG M
Sl o P EE o B FEA P hERLET ‘%ff%%wq &

1A



8 FLiT# o % 504 02010 & 1 °

ARk TAFFNFR L DT TR Aot > 75 %‘Ké\?/,?%ﬁ

oF LSRN F L R hE & ( &4 : Pennington and Hastie 1990; Kuhn,

Wemstock and Flato 1994; Guthrie et al. 2001 ) > ApHES ~ DIRILE FR i
e R BT MR Y A A SRACIRGRDEA) 0 A i iR

S%ﬁ%?ﬁéﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁmi AR o BB 2T L RER
gﬁ_ﬁ, l‘E ’ :ﬂ )ll/p\)’? _;’]?Z‘fé—/z-l;‘kg ) é 'EFIR“éj/é’— %}Ijl 1T o 7}'53%/2"2 P?D“E’ 5%124:
; ,

fs =
BB EREN %
ARFEFPHEEIRE IR
¥
*

v

AER A FERRIE
Akt & HA

ORI R e 7
203 R R R B2l 5 chiE de ik T oo o
TLEAE G g BT FAHAT R A pRaR AL -
KbﬁﬁgmﬁﬁﬁW"*%iig’@@i@iyg,wpﬁg%q
EF I 0T A B S ik A (FRRAEE R P 1998 5 HRoXAE
2002)  dp¥fens P koo AR F RRI Y R 10 E5 A R EA 4R
B 2 2Rl LR Rad ok H K22 HEXAap i 5
TSR IR T R YGRS P R P P”Deﬁﬁﬂ} IR orr 2t (b
de R %EE?WF—%wﬁm%iﬁ%%“%ﬁ%?§%f?gﬁ
SRR KR E NS5 (ME 2 B HR42% 2009) 0 P2 R E R A
ECRAE R S S ,’E,\ELE’WQ)”L s LR E R e (2% T 2008) 0 KAt
HF AT AR 2SR A AR EFLHETNEER FE > A& K%
ETF O BAR X r%éae:rrsﬂﬂaj SR A REPFH ST o A2 ER

= AeTF

o

H2: 25 geniz 7 > - R487 3 2 23] T3 % ) cht P

Ko HBARE TN G AR A LR £ B AP ¢
FARFRLG R AR LA AR R 202
%—FFIJ y % ‘%5./2": }!’* IZJ: ? :I"H'K'p" EE *%_ﬁ% ),LE «)’_F—\,\:& = > l?] A= 7 i’-]—;z-':‘ ”g’ Z_1 it

Joyce (1976) ~ Ng and Tan (2003)=7%
%’%@W%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂk
ERBESTRA #?%iiﬁéﬁ—*ﬁ s i

“\
Y“.'L
L =N
|
gm i ol ™

FoREFTIMPE T A E
i’mr&&fﬁgo%
B %ﬁw@,‘%ﬁéﬁﬁﬁ%mixﬁi R gl b g 21 %
AR T TE TG G 8404 9.06 £ o A e ﬁﬁﬁﬁméﬁﬁaﬂ
JEt B 17 A A L > TS EA B G 4TI E 4954 (1 A~ 2 2b% i |

TA A ) B FUEHRIAS F LG TIA%E T FHEF EE



BER - HEE -2 THIV ST 286 S5 wdi g%z BY 9

7] TR B I LT P R R BLO%E o
BHFEERE GG S24%AM S FHEMEL TP 2 Hmiat s

+
g’l"l‘l\f’z\' - ©

P

7 =% 2 (N=21) ] e (N=21) , s
=R
Tiog BEL Y efe ok BRL ek
11Tk 8.397  3.334  9.000 9.056 3.707  8.167 — 0.60
5 : . . : . . (0.549)
0.3889
Moy _
A 0.476  0.512 0 0381 0.498 0 (0.533)
0.73
—’_%e_ —
BEIEARRE 4714 1.102 5 4.952 1.024 5 0472)
ja] VBT
L3P FER 0.5250 B
¥ 0.714  0.463 1 0.810 0.402 1 (0.469)
T H G 0.8894
A 0.667  0.483 1 0.524 0.512 1 (0.346)
XEHHAR 0.29
3 .
wh 1 R 4476 1470 5 4.619 1.687 5 0771)

DLER L R 10%EE K RN L R SYREE K R L R 1% R -
2O PFA iR RELpiE -
3.y

R R RS R RN RN

F;“%Eg%%i)i: 17¢a§z sl L2EFE T 52 #“ﬂ

LFRMEF LR FR T FREFERLF 51 %i%*"o

LFFWEMAEL AT E  FR Y LG A *?%ﬁﬁtl’*%wﬁjgo

EREHCAPHLLEAR AR RE BED FERERABEN R AT LL AL

Apéﬂp\\?ég)‘]—ﬁﬁqlg*$"%_\ﬂ &Jiifﬁ?v@;“"ﬁﬁ}*""ﬁ j?%ﬁ&iﬁ%’“éf}m#}ﬁliﬁi °1}i’_

1784 wE 1 522EER T2 22E%

Bi -7 o AN RENF R LEEET  FhEEE e
ERFFLN S X RFEL LT R FE LML R FROLRT
AEFALAR (pE>0.10) S FHEN t T2 GHHT > AR EE LT
B~ LA II MR CNEHNETFAPELOERT AT

23 (p ©E>0.10)-

AFTE T X W (between-subjects) sh R Sk o -
rF ;"%I‘?Pﬁ\"J & btg l—jﬂ-l a‘f"ﬂ\m J K 3";‘[5 =S
MFAHBARZFERE>TBANT A L F
Fend| gy o ?/}‘;Jc#ﬁ I AR -

Fﬂ



10 £7tiZ# % 504 2010 & 1 7

Cacioppo 1981) = Casper, Benedict and Perry (1989) /12 % B = B 17 5 % Eik'fqz ’
EERE ﬁﬁgk&ﬁﬁmaqxﬁﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬁuif“ A F
FIfE B g_\a’ |2 L*B/(FT}@.;Z?%I’EQ%’ Fl2LE R rm i A 2
£ %7 - Redding and Reppu001 (1999) % F 3077 enfe B > B2 5854 H)4p% >
LFEF RHRF R LI/ F DI G175 S kg o B PFER
PP X R E AR e LG 2 D

£ R HT T Ll R 8 SR Bl 2 26— K
T OER P AR o S ATHET v FHFENFHEAL - A&
PR B FRAR o A% SRy H Q?E$§#¢F4*—#£&§
TR R PRE P RDE -G APLET ERE - P EPF A
2 THRESNERTRAL, PAPHL I REA-BELA TR F
VEFENEEENEFRTAALOEPELPE EFFHNRASTMAEEL L
FHOEERR (1 P52 2E8HF T AL 2HEF) PR W §
B L RF T G AR S - MR

hF by - WA > A< 44 Lowe and Reckers (1994) REh S g
?;\ﬁﬁﬂfﬁﬁgo"ﬁ'i%ﬁri; Jﬂzﬂ},ﬁ;*7éﬂxgif g A ER A S

‘ ; o S A e %g PR AT TR ¢

g % s ‘%"Un\g‘; EF & 12 EI‘E"T F#zl‘ﬁiﬂﬂ%\‘ A g?“L e
éﬁ@ﬁw’Hﬂ@g2@%%\@@uz%im“wﬂmﬁﬁ%w#wz%%%‘
FEMG - AEFTAEZ2 TN ERFHANZE PP HFRENS F - 4
@’%ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁafiéﬁéﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%§W“mﬁ%~ﬁﬁ
g*dﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁ%*itéﬁ R AL REHEY fa A I REE
Bhodzwyayns T EF THRENZRTLL, 25 PFL R
é%ﬁ%ézﬁﬁﬁ%ag%%Qﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂ\w%¢%ﬁm$m£’k%
RAHENPT AT AZEFEYPRB T L ML éiﬁég o
%o 7%E%Jﬂ%§“ﬁ’%”w?(1¢?$““? TREF

- E R o b

FEZ il Fadd o ) F
SVl L1 TR E R
ﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁ“””mnﬁuﬁmllgﬁﬁ

0 R AL T
T - ERY f[%,\z}gﬂ_*
A g 3R AR AT )
?&QJ’Efﬁ i.
oo B 3'5 B =t TR A R LR
?%F(lﬂg'?§? 2t #%J-%% éiﬁ

) TS % ol | R PR % e :

=

% - B e s g‘?'ﬁ"—
AR e RHRNFZBIA O GFRBFERITEF R w% A5

w o F
£ AT o B R T L e

22
i



BER IR -ZFHFV ST L6 I BETHILRLPF 1

18R AR) SSB R RHE kR e
,aF-f » ¥t g 2LEF % ?ﬁ‘m’f— Bt T WllCOXOIl &2 e
B

T A FENRE R T € R ?ﬁ’ A ET 0 A TE R Boripx
NPBAE TS kw >R AR o B0 ARIEET %‘:'J 5&%@ it
M F T R s Al de gl W R A AR i‘ 1 ivigsk2 ¢ mdo

:l&;;—‘}g T L EHRERH e A e Rt Ll—*’ Wilcoxon #& # #c
BT ANAPTERERELEHRR 22T 0 Bl Rl q i Tn 3
ﬁ%?%?%ﬁ?ﬂﬁﬁmt“P’iV»H%ﬂéﬁ%&ﬁﬁmNaWM’

BT BRELR S S5 F AL ﬁx%é SRR AT & 25
#7 (multiple regression analysis)i& (T4 T_» Gy B HETEF AP

P /?Jpéxpéjgwﬂ r,g%frpa i Avi‘ﬂ~— kil BNV "ﬂki 2
3 i’f%«uf%?g?LEWé??rvg'Lf:"ﬁ" o AvEu FiealeT

Quality, = ¢, + poutcome; + B,Exp, + f,outcome, x Exp; + S, Assurance; +&, (1)

H
Quality = ¢33 233 &F (1742 29 133 RV 4075
FiwpEE )
Outcome = L FHEEI T8 FmB TaHESE 1 2B e M8 %08
P e 0 hipdle .
Exp = XFEFLIELHK -

44

Assurance = XFEFHEFFAPHLILER - 7T XIRFARABRIFTR
B mE E PR RERNERTALAPES o f RS

PATRSRE 4 g e e (172829 1 Z224a
TaR2PER)

I

)

o

E
i

%
#i

-t TE R KR

FAURERE *#’#J BEPIRP ST e R u] B
FERTE ey FEAPFFFRTamTil -5 egia
BAKNELR i ULEH2Z %?,-Z% £ (pooled standard deviation):& 7 t #
Lo &2 Panel A ¥ o B8 R Al LR HW G I ETER
DEISN MR 201 4 0 APk L L EE O GRS
T Yo Beh 37445 o B BE R 5% FRE (1=2.08>p &5 0.044) -
tle TG E AT - BELE BT RS EVFETETRL S



12 g 7177 % 508 > 2010 & 1 7

FARZFARE > P8 2 B2 s 1 Wilcoxon & # #icle T

ﬂ/w\%‘? I B4 T (exacttest) % AT > PR B I MR A EFLER (p
B 5 0082 EREE 10%AF-KE ) BT t Tt & fii = 2 o R

;\#?rxf;;gyb— » TR L ARE R ,J_a‘\pz?g; FIE G ofs R ek B

-

22 tHRIZEFPERRT
Panel A: R e frilefH e FEIFTimmL £ 2

Wilcoxon
@ 5 ' (N=21) £ (N=21) ti 7
. Exact Test
R
Iiok BEL ¢ ok THE BEL ¢ o P p it
2.905 1.044 3 3.738 1.513 3.5 0.044 ** 0.082 *
PanelB: S% ¥ 527 > HEFFEI I EFimm2 48
Wilcoxon
F % 2 (N=11) 412 (N=10) t ¥ T
" Exact Test
R
Tiofe L ¢ el Tk BEL ¢ ek p i
2.909 1.044 3 3.050 1.165 3 0.773 0.853
Panel C: s> F - HEPFR P ATk 2 L5
Wilcoxon
¥ % 2 (N=10) 42 (N=11) t ¥ T
" Exact Test
B
T BEL 7 ok Tk BREL ok P pi
2.900 1.101 3 4.363 1.567 5 0.024 ** 0.032 **
ax L%“ﬁx;‘fw CRREHEFFES AT AT RA Y E L RGP RTAY AT S F VT
ZEF 43 o

2*:3« c 10%8g F R 8 ~ **8 & 5%k F ORI SRR R 1% FORE -

30042 A RH L EEKY CHBS3E T A GRE G U LHRRS LR R E G LR E R A
) Lo ivask s 11.02(1197)& » 3 21 FEht R TEEETLE (p EL3 10%)- 1 Pk
GG o PRk (Ipdle) T351 vk 552(641)F 0 B 1 TR T ANT AL (p
B+ 3 10%) e

4PanclA B~ C ¥+ RA SR E i, MR L R T L o fed b
2 &% X (pooled standard deviation)i& {7 t & %_-°

—
[}
.a\\
e
oo
9,
(o]
(98]

% = Panel B ¥ Panel C 3 n%%i’é—‘ﬁ 1 f'k“‘-“%%“ fhad
—&) ;Lz_/\ Fé‘ % S :‘; ,3:‘56;@1 |,,"—3 zu<%§$;& 2 % é‘;‘z'L‘ s ‘%Eii'lgj#’;ﬁ;lll‘iéi‘?"
IR E ipll“’l'k’““%*'gmﬂvéﬂ 7 (& ?

T "i‘ff’\gv FFg st R e A kT 355 2910. OS)A\ o 1

P (R ke ,ﬁg;awgm—x.';@gw\ L 2.90(4.36)A> > Panel
Bip—r’f%%a,m;zg fS H A AR T B B Rt 22 Wilcoxon
A* ey AEEFLE (pEA S5 0.773+0.853) Panel C Rl - 5
56?37% b2 2 o AR ERLDS R HN g %’“mﬂl\? I By i

B ot ¥ T2 Wilcoxon & * g 0 Z B E 5% ¥ J\_%(p EY 0024\
0-032)° FHRESFAPFER S > EREFauEy o ARKPFRT B '3 i &



BEB - HFE -2 THFF ST BB o LR B F 13

] :
oo JpET ask R 2 'g‘ , <;;,56E§?:L"} mé T A
®

T AR o

A T
b

25 —— e EH
o 2 =R
pi 1.5
m 1
H

0.5

0

e RARE e FHIE:

W- *RE%232F 7 () BFwdT  HEFFrefiiss

= ~ANCOVA & =_

# = % ANCOVA ~» 47 % o x’;é—"z LT B R o (Outcome)-’az
_i‘.‘] _&/}I%%ﬁl% ’ ‘;/g_“é' A%’fiﬁ;ﬁ)—— 7i\]§]/z'g’:£/€_’§?$ rr,?ﬁf%’
ek B 1 TSR F ST O EE L ré’ﬁifiz » T
i

~: e

)

« f‘“ Wi /ﬁ

SFRE T K BIE PR STRA R RE F IR S R

2.3 &* u@&gg’z\%.ﬁgf{'gﬁjé?’L_;J'—f*'gg* w &2 nﬂ%"rﬁﬁ ” A
FEXDE SR B FRESFAFERS ’J,ﬁ&;%’,\ S L Y R
FooART F A XD e o

%= ANCOVA £# 7
SSE df MSE F e piE

Outcome 6.040 1 6.040 4.19 0.048 **
Exp 6.690 1 6.690 4.64 0.038 **
OutcomexExp 5.218 1 5.218 3.62 0.065 *
Assurance 5.202 1 5.202 3.61 0.065 *
Error 53.378 37 1.442
Total 74911 41
LD LFR A 10%EE F ORI~ RR N A SORE HRIE L KRR |0RE F KR o

2. % s
Outcome : £ FP{8is % w2 BEPH 1 A AT 53 0 N A ABFS %o o
Exp: £idg1ivigm -
OutcomeXExp SRR AME R Féiﬁ 1RSSR T T o

Assurance © % EHF $T E A PAR S 2 - MR o



14 £7tiZ# % 504 2010 & 1 7

\
’

;u;gﬁ,’%A\ TEE

5 i Eﬁ;"é\‘ffrv‘ Ehdrd = o i Eﬁg%gl-f"ﬂl]ﬁi‘@ﬁé%ﬁ%’,kj} (p &%
00&)’WEﬁﬁ@h%§wv;a%‘h4@¢layi28M%o,9%nr L i
(Outcome) P #c®g ¥ 5 § (Th#ci —3.190 > p E % 0.002) &7 B & [
R R R BN PF PR TRV ETRS FREAER
Fom o R EERLTIRL SRR BT NG EFRE
1R EREXP)E 3 F STk AR F L e M (Rl —0256
p E5% 0.001)> A& i%_?w%;.éf\'ﬂ"“ R T HN E R R R TS RY

R -1 iTEs%e g 3@ 8% ) 223 %% 35 (OutcomexExp) &g ¥ %
& (#E 0.265 p»ngOIS)oA%,é’g‘i" Bl e s L
FBEBE RS L B g ;?%}\gﬁsgﬁnfgécaﬁ:ﬂ:,yo;ﬁ;ﬁ&%
XFFER D 0 T*wuz’é‘ ,w’rgﬁ FR SRR E R T TE F A

%%“r?iﬁ’*mME U NI L UURE SERNEN -

PR A PIAR A 2 - B R (Assurance) > B EF R THHE S F ST

gnEin (R#c: 0269 pE i 0.029) § =% —‘,5;,17; THEFEAT M IAIRE £ L
1o

BAARERARG SR AHEFZFRT ’wam; P E AR hy
T
e miELiTER
[ESEE S % B t e piE
[a¥iser] 4.8179 6.25 0.0001 ***
Outcome —3.1898 —3.28 0.0022 ***
Exp —0.2563 —3.59 0.0010 ***
OutcomexExp 0.2651 2.54 0.0152 **
Assurance 0.2687 2.27 0.0291 **
A dic 42
¥l p & 0.0022
Adj R’ 28.61%

DL A 10%EE F KRB SRR L SO0k F KM L RREL L 1%k F K o
2R PP Aok = o

Phufpadid o Auh r ZRZFAIFREFESE AT FREMBHFAL TP LR LR
HE LN R B R0 B F (p ma**lww’“@é%li’%ﬁ%i
FrAlgEn e TS E B S F B TR AT T HInEREFLE o A2 TR

bootstrapping * j* > Btk A £AF R R X 1,000 BT AYT 0 FEAPRE RS o



HER - HEE -2 THEIST2E60 S oBi g Y 15

T~ BwmPER

DB TSR R AR PR Y P

PR AR PLEAY o W B N

* Ao - LEATFIMBEY L
A

ﬁ

R
HXETMBFEE Ly RS
APEE > AT R AL GHT
T IR N S

LG 6 PR N o L K

Aﬂéﬁéﬁ#ﬁﬁihiﬁfwkﬁﬁ4E%ﬁﬁﬁhﬂ%% ”g<*fﬁ
TG HT AN A 2 ) B3
’@E%?’ﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁﬂ’gﬁﬂré
A FIR S BET L R R
r@iime@o

L EEFAFIRGFLH RO o ERIRAEZEFLT Y -
@%%ﬁ?ﬁﬁ‘é{NjXF@Wm?i‘éiﬁﬁ»éi‘w#$$
FexD TR kma ) P PIES N K %;%frva O OPTiE  EaR
Zoofe k2R ATE T g AR E LR &?Bﬁkq
FERFEOHIAT > REPIBFESA LR PR FHEHROVK
CAGHEY BEZFLF IR SEKDAFT A EMRT @iamjm%g
BPE TGS BT (oA E ikl 1998 5 R4 2002) 0 &
R B 5.3}7%\‘?"7@1« i

—

Fe

AT LB ERERET SERE O HARAHEN G F T
U AT EXRINE BRI THALT IR R -t RTEEAFERTESH
EEVEFFVETOER T AHFLE  FREERA
FHR- 2T AREE LI R Ea § #3 B o ANCOVA 4 1753
R SRR A0 Bk ?é%i‘r?é;_éi?;‘;”g‘l Fmshihd 5 0%
SEFORAAZP AL BRI OB R %Y F 2T o
PR ZP ARG FEEEAFER - HERE S c R FATEE
BRGNS EERE o X HE LT ER G a7 e B
éﬁﬁgoamﬁﬁfﬂﬁgg,%ﬁgﬂﬁgfwﬁm¢%@¥M%%@
?J*owﬁgﬁA%FﬁA%$ - B e TR
miﬁ,?\ F AN AT NFLH RGP oo FHRAREF INEE 0 X {8 ¥ AoBag
BRI F 20 FH LSRG Y F o {8 & aah ) drslde el X k-

\

ﬁéi?ﬂ%T’ﬂi AR EHGTE T SR S
gLy #mzﬂ4’ﬁEW*ﬁﬁ%“ﬁﬁb’ﬂ”‘ﬂ%%”f?m

B %ﬁwFWﬁEiﬁoﬂa’% LR SR M A2 P
mpﬂ’“ﬁwmé*w%nﬁgﬁwl’gﬁuﬁ% B £ F o A2



16 FLiT# o % 504 02010 & 1 °

SERA RN PR HR A £ T 0 2 AR RALE ) B
b

R
BEL*%%i?’?ﬂsﬁﬁﬁr%%ﬁ%i%ﬁ,uzaagw, ?
LB T AR g P B 2 AR 20 GRARR
SR BEHETE LT C R ARE 2R B 1RSSR
FoURsXR Tk, o A ARBRASRAE > B E
WAREHRRG L 2 G ETHREFIE X aFeRn ks XA R
ET LS RLEIFHY PR E B BN ARAZFHEF LA
Gtz ks RELREHNEPFAR LR L AR AR ERE R
FRAJ G820 § o F ot o 2 Frukf)ie il v § ot - F R RE L
RpiT AL R TR YRRV R YRR SR REAF
JORBALE T T A e TSR ) hRTRE s Har G BN x»_a_;zg b | ph
L el RIE S W A

Hawkins and Hastie (1990)% Ag & 32 7 # iy Fxk Ns L2 @ | %324 >
R R Y RIS C AU AFES R E RS AL RE
o ARZFTFUMALELI AT ELETA AL BLLPRE T FA
KA - BT o gt eh s WA Y B RARERE 6 Teap
ﬁﬁ%‘wiﬁﬁ”*ﬁ@?§@4*”%iﬁﬁ’ z%ﬁr;%w&J
PTAA R PR B FVUAHDEY LSBT FHFIRT > G o
B LTS R R RE? & F (8 ¥ % 33 - Christensen-Szalanski and

%a&

Willham (1991)4 1 » 5 s F 2% 4 £ P § 6 16 % e > )3 5 4 £ 7
T o ?é%ff?a*m%fgﬁ AR [4 PR 2 U N o = e L_fe?'ﬁ/m]‘i-’]f WY
T AL AT URNA AR I% S A LRI IR
2PBATAHNE T AR PP b A B LT R HL B IS
HEEFELE . R R F ARG WL R B RO T FER g%
WEBHF U T ARBFRRL AR c AR E UERY LA A
B AE- B BA L EFRALEER AP AR T I B

G

FomA I HEFFAPEL - BEER
AP LA A ST ARS ERL AL T GRS
PT84 ET A “ﬂmﬁﬁﬂaziﬁﬁg. 2 BPERE o AP



BER - HER -2 THFVP ST L6 B opa g%k P F 17

ANGPIROPARL LT #2{ et =22 p2 FALFA
WRY LT AL LeE- - pato 2o paFAARAEGE L
SREFFAPELE - PRMBRAZHUG I IR AT T AL T
ARBAPESH I BMBELLITLL -

L

|

IH

*gdﬁﬂaﬁ—%ém'“ﬁﬂ%gﬁﬁﬁﬁ“ﬂﬁﬁﬂ%%W%ﬂj%
ﬁﬁ;f,»lzr,ubgm ?#Zl‘fﬁ% xag\,iouj?ﬁ#lmg;};uﬁﬁ
—a;\ﬁﬁﬁhﬁﬁj}ﬁ%&w;uj!ﬁgpabw;}gv%:g:;? &Pz %‘ L,p?;wy ﬁ]‘%@ﬂﬁj}gﬁ
LR LGP RAZ T E X G R B MRAFML AE - A g
FEFRGrAAPR LT HNA L L AR B LD Ry o

RAEFFZLL 0 B - BT A AT R S e RRBES A
Mﬁﬁ%%ﬁ?ﬂl—&zﬁ FRAMGE O R ey A EARPG T AR
{L7Ez4 LteEL o 2L pa kR, FRI AL AR LT
Eri{Lr EREYSEEMENE -

o ¢ 2L EE R R
g e
z

4+t & = ¥ =7p

© A EP et AP BRLEFFHA STMBFLZ v 422 4
Bz R G e 2 5 BIE G 5 hiE AR R o

CoPaznaA W78 &  MEALSHFELIILMIE AFHP PRI FIREZ
W  LRDHAER - IHT A %%?é%iwiﬂ@mﬁﬂ’ﬂw 25
RIS A F S 95 Ed D HAp ke & 8F 0 A S R ] R C 2P

,aL

Brik g F TR F e R -
€ 3hEF F AR
Co2P 9304 apdpyd £ 2 ERT2A ~ " S gL FEHFE €

?ﬁg%uuMﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂﬁ\ﬁ@Jii’%fﬁiﬁ TS C &M A
BHEP O COTREZNAMEFT AT

()& § e » 13 & 1,910 § ~ ()M 4 2,878 § ~
(2):% 11 3,978 § ~ HAZFAE 3B 3,168F =~

O)_F A 9 % 2,865 ~




18 g7 % S0 52010 & 10

s B E2LFR
P APERY CBRTATAEPCAPLIT A6 & wE LY hE
£FF 2

(1) Fefp# A CAPARIHLER A FAMEL Y RLES IR0
B PRI LY R Em&iﬁ£$°—iﬁ%§ﬁ@’C25;£é

el R R E R BRI Ho
(2) FFMGBCaf@d &1 géswﬂ@mw W2 06 30 EEARE

; &

Ao EmEFI L E o BE e EHAR AR ZAES o1 g3
grpEFRa

(3) A¥FA REAEL S ENZESEFL 79% A ) BT IRE 95
Rk S § i 28.6% ¢

(4) g x B P B AP od WITE R P B R h ek
KA AL o B 2 P A AU P A TR
A oI O4E S LOSERBLAPLH CAPS
’%%Béﬂﬂﬁ’CA BELE AL o
,:,’f@ramfﬁ‘?fﬁ%:Cz SRR A A MG BRT Y C 2
;%‘ﬁ%)"“fﬂb’;ﬁ@:ﬁ ;g; ,%
(6) B :Cafifd = & ’Aﬂi\‘a’%gzo%ﬁq};ﬂ*@;r%y  EAG R
" /Iﬂiﬁ’%\'%?u%'g%—flj, P A OS EMALS A4 I A ot

1k
=

@
>
)

= 4
T

i
S
B

=S

“33‘.&

e
Rt

"z
s
E
|
o T \v;iﬂ

iy
Vbs

\"'m"jxitn»} LD = S - R
T
o
O
e
M

(5)

A7 @ EFFRMEETAEREEAHEN G T e agritd o
FIAZRE 96 & C 2P FaF & (RdlA 2 At B8 PIREZAmTUE? L
Frlof gy and  FR T ABBIMT N €306 E3 1 7Tpxd
ﬁlﬁ’¢€$Cacm@%ﬁ*?ﬁﬁﬁi’j%WCQQEﬁ&iﬂé’ﬁ~

o g;u-gm‘;,g;;_p it g oo ﬁ\j;‘%q iuﬂ’;fﬁﬁ'l C 2874 96 & %&g— k‘l g 4 o 7
PN EEENEETRALL AL cAPHE R FET T ﬂ\gg*éﬁ’ﬁﬁﬁ

B S RFPENTFEF AP EAEMBE LR RI A FEPI T W g
FE Mﬁﬁaﬁﬁi*%%%éOmigﬁﬁﬁﬁ“ﬁéﬁlﬁ?ﬁ%%ﬁ 28
B b2 ey o RAEFIFLEL L F - BOTHMBRA AT £ 20 hiRE
BEBFFAMBEL HE SR TE- & 2\;,1 TR HE o K vy AiE CRirg R
PARL AT EL S 2o g MaghR s BREL LGP AR LT ER
EYIEERELE o

\

N

\m&
~

\
-“/
.

© fiExee wenFur § T AR AL



BER -HRFR-ATHFFT ST B raom iR 3 19

F(CaPehbts) RAPEOT & ARARETE D PR AL
é_9635’91""*§i#£5‘l§°96369CQ?,’—"?lgm BRH 1 ghwp 97 & 1
L 1 om ERRE 96 F 87 WA ZrEESERCDF 10%
ﬁﬂé_%ﬁ-‘éﬁ%‘iﬁgor’*M*ﬂ%’:%I«Cé?? 9% £ 10 " 2 2/ A > C =&
SLF A EHE 7 A PR BB R TR N A R T A 4
W?'g“ﬁﬁxl%fé”‘*WSO@“;“°%)~’;?4E7ﬁm§ F*%#nﬂ L0 TR EFY
=R m?}f*iﬁp’;'p,up%x’p“‘*"f&?'ll AR R f m A R T D ?%"

%;“,‘;"{7}}%-'{-
PUEET] 20080 PAE R EBEN - fRE RAPHRETERSF IR
PR ENZAR F 14008 (70) 1o

~

HOAAE > 2002 5 BEIT A AR X hETF 2 > PR E ek $428 (1270)
4-5 o

HARAEE kR f 21998 ik EEF 2 Pkt E feik H158 (67 ) 14-7
HRézze > 2007 > M FFTE 0 S D ARIEF AP o

FE 2 B 4RA5 > 2009 0 3R g W iE T ARFIRE 27 5 2 e — V2
T AL# (Judicial Corps)z. #{akde » 2 22 8k ¥ 1648 (1% )
157-185

R EEEY 02007 PRATRE G SR AR Pl FEFT 0 LT 2
EEE - $19% 528 (107 ) :27-68 -

Anderson, J. C., D. J. Lowe, and P. M. J. Reckers. 1993. Evaluation of auditor
decisions: Hindsight bias effects and the expectation gap. Journal of
Economic Psychology 14 (December): 711-737.

Anderson, J. C., M. M. Jennings, D. J. Lowe, and P. M. J. Reckers. 1997. The
mitigation of hindsight bias in judges’ evaluation of auditor decision.
Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory 16 (Fall): 20-39.

Arkes, H. R., R. L. Wortmann, P. D. Saville, and A. R. Jarkness. 1981. Hindsight
bias among physicians weighting the likelihood of diagnoses. Journal of
Applied Psychology 66: 252-254.

Casper, J. D., K. Benedict, and J. L. Perry. 1989. Juror decision making, attitudes,



20 g7 % 504 > 2010 & 17
and the hindsight bias. Law and Human Behavior 13 (September): 291-310.

Christensen-Szalanski, J. J. J., and C. F. Willham. 1991. The hindsight bias: A
meta-analysis. Organizational Behavior and Human Decision Processes 48
(February): 147-168.

Clarkson, P. M., C. Emby, and V. W. S. Watt. 2002. Debiasing the outcome effect:
The role of instructions in an audit litigation setting. Auditing: A Journal of
Practice & Theory 21 (September): 7-20.

Fischhoff, B. 1975. Hindsight#foresight: The effect of outcome knowledge on
judgment under uncertainty. Journal of Experimental Psychology: Human
Perception and Performance 1 (August): 288-299.

Fiske, S. T., and S. E. Taylor. 1984. Social Cognition. New York, NY: Random
House.

Guilbault, R. L., F. B. Bryant, J. H. Brockway, and E. J. Posavac. 2004. A
meta-analysis of research on hindsight bias. Basic and Applied Social
Psychology 26 (September): 103-117.

Guthrie, C., J. Rachlinski, and A. Wistrich. 2001. Inside the judicial mind. Cornell
Law Review 86 (May): 777-830.

Harley, E. M. 2007. Hindsight bias in legal decision making. Social Cognition 25
(February): 48-63.

Hawkins, S. A., and R. Hastie. 1990. Hindsight: Biased judgments of past events
after the outcomes are known. Psychological Bulletin 107 (May): 311-327.

Joyce, E. J. 1976. Expert judgment in audit program planning. Journal of
Accounting Research 14: 29-60.

Kadous, K. 2001. Improving jurors’ evaluations of auditors in negligence cases.
Contemporary Accounting Research 18 (Fall): 425-444.

Kaustia, M., E. Alho, and V. Puttonen. 2008. How much does expertise reduce
behavioral biases? The case of anchoring effect. Financial Management 37
(Autumn): 391-411.

Kennedy, J. 1995. Debiasing the curse of knowledge in audit judgment. The
Accounting Review 70 (April): 249-273.

Kuhn, D., M. Weinstock, and R. Flaton. 1994. How well do jurors’ reason:
Competence dimensions of individual variation in a juror reasoning task.
Psychological Science 5 (September): 289-297.



o 21

3
£}

CHEGE-ETHEVETLER R R k2 B

4

Larkin, J., J. McDermott, D. P. Simon, and H. A. Simon. 1980. Expert and novice
performance in solving physics problems. Science 208 (January): 1335-1342.

Lowe, D. J., and P. M. J. Reckers. 1994. The effects of hindsight bias on jurors’
evaluations of auditor decisions. Decision Sciences 25 (November): 401-426.

Ng, T. B. P, and H. T. Tan. 2003. Effects of authoritative guidance availability and
audit committee effectiveness on auditors’ judgments in an auditor-client
negotiation context. The Accounting Review 78 (July): 801-818.

Pennington, D. C. 1981. The British fireman’s strike of 1977/78: An investigation
of judgments in foresight and hindsight. British Journal of Social Psychology
20 (June): 89-96.

Pennington, N., and R. Hastie. 1990. Practical implications of psychological
research on juror and jury decision making. Personality and Social
Psychology Bulletin 16 (March): 90-105.

Petty, R. E., and J. T. Cacioppo. 1981. Attitudes and Persuasion: Classic and
Contemporary Approaches. Dubuque, IA: W. C. Brown Company Publishers.

Reckers, P. M. J., M. M. Jennings, D. J. Lowe, and K. Pany. 2007. Judges’
attitudes toward the public accounting profession. European Accounting
Review 16 (September): 625-645.

Redding, R. E., and N. D. Reppucci. 1999. Effects of lawyers’ socio-political
attitudes on their judgments of social science in legal decision making. Law
and Human Behavior 23 (February): 31-54.

Tan, H. T., and M. G. Lipe. 1997. Outcome effect: The impact of decision process
and outcome controllability. Journal of Behavioral Decision Making 10
(December): 315-325.

Tversky, A., and D. Kahneman. 1974. Judgment under uncertainty: Heuristics and
biases. Science 185 (September): 1124-1131.

Wallsten, T. S. 1983. The theoretical status of judgmental heuristics. In Decision
Making under Uncertainty, edited by R. W. Scholz, 21-39. New York, NY:
North-Holland.



