“Fﬂ,“ % = 7 i Journal of Management & Systems
5 1 B Np- OOF A £ Vol. 18, No. 4, October 2011
663-685 F1 pp. 663-685

RNk 52 31 77 X BB i 3 A R 1 R v 2 5
The Influence of Knowledge Representation Type to
Internal Control Evaluation

1 2 v an3
¥ # 3  Shaio-YanHuang #R¥ 3~ Chi-ChenLin # % 3% Tzy-Yih Hsiao
Fad AR EPATRAPHE L HBAFEFF N ETAEEFN

1Depau’tment of Accounting and Information Technology, National Chung Cheng
University, 2Departrnent of Accounting, Ming Chuan University, and 3Department of

Accounting, Feng Chia University

(Received April 1, 2009; Final Version October 30, 2009)

R T I SERIR T PRI RO E o PR
ﬁ:”# lﬁlﬂJP[ ’ i_ ‘:;m TU%'%ETi@%:ﬁS. RAVEYEE o IR PSR Hﬁ%bﬁﬂ;{

' *ﬁ”t"“ﬁi PSS BT - PG w’éfﬁ?“fﬁﬂj@ﬁﬁj”?iﬁ e

PR %gﬁuﬁﬁuy$ﬂﬂF%gﬁmI@”E$ﬂﬂﬂﬂ§Wﬁﬁ I et
SHENTE! riﬁ&gfmfir o P ORI [ BT R (R R
R 4 R

WAL © [P - AL - K

Abstract: Many business frauds that occur in recent years highlight the importance of internal control.
While many training and educational programs are provided to enhance the capability of auditor in
evaluating internal control, this study intends to test whether the knowledge representation of internal
control and the education background of auditors will affect internal control evaluation. The ways of

knowledge representation can be classified into the transaction process-focused and auditing
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objective-focused course. The educational background of auditors can be categorized into bachelor,
master, and EMBA students. This study suggests that the transaction process-focused training can
improve the capability of evaluating internal control to a higher extent, emphasizing the discriminating
effect of information representation. In addition, results indicate that auditors with EMBA and master
degree achieve better performance than bachelors, implying the influential roles of educational

background and working experience in explaining auditor judgment in internal control.
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