Selected Bibliography of Field Based Audit and Corporate Governance Research Articles in Top Accounting Journals

(Including somewhat random annotations based Professor Salterio’s interpretation of the article – no other panel member necessarily endorses these annotations)
Beattie, V., R. Brandt, and S. Fearnley. Behind Closed Doors:  What Company Audit is Really About. Houndmill UK: Palgrave, 2001.

Book length study of six audits and the interactions between auditors, client management and various corporate governance actors.  Field research perspective employed is grounded theory to enable development of theory about the domain of interest.

Bedard, J.C. and L.E. Graham, Jr. 1994. Auditors’ knowledge organization: Observations from audit practice and their implications. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory (Vol. 13 No. 1, Spring): 73-83.
A collaborative effort between the head of research and development for auditing of a then Big Six firm and an academic researcher to report on the series of observations the second author had made in his attempts to development expert systems for a CPA firm.  This included the second author’s extensive use of verbal protocols combined with interviews and expert system development and debugging to arrive at a series of tentative conclusions about auditor’s knowledge organization.  Framework used is primarily psychology based theories of expertise supplemented to a limited extent by AI research.

Carpenter, B.W., M.W. Dirsmith, and P.P. Gupta. 1994. Materiality Judgements and Audit Firm Culture: Social-Behavioral and Political Perspectives. Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 19 No. 4/5): 355-380.
An experiment followed by interviews to provide an interpretative framework for the

experiment’s results.
Cohen, J., G. Krishnamoorthy and A. M. Wright.  2002. “Corporate Governance and the Audit Process.” Contemporary Accounting Research (Vol.19 No. 4): 573-594.

Interview study guided by multiple theoretical perspectives (e.g., agency, institutional etc) of various levels of auditors and their perceptions of the corporate governance domain and the effectiveness of the various actors in that domain.
Dirsmith, M.W., and M.E. Haskins. 1991. Inherent Risk Assessment and Audit Firm Technology: A Contrast in World Theories. Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 16 No. 1): 61-92. 
Multi-method study employing interviews (three stages), archival data and survey about general approaches to inherent risk assessment.
Dirsmith, M. W., J. B. Heian, and M. A. Covaleski. 1997.  Structure and agency in an institutionalized setting: The application and social transformation of control in the Big Six. Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 22, January):1-27. 
Interview based field study.
Emby, C. and M. Gibbins. 1988. Good Judgment in Public Accounting: Quality and Justification. Contemporary Accounting Research (Vol. 4 No. 2, Spring): 287‑313.
Theory based questionnaire about specific judgments recalled from practice by experienced practitioners.
Fischer, M.J. 1996. “Real-izing” The Benefits of New Technologies as a Source of Audit Evidence: An Interpretive Field Study. Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 21 No. 2/3): 219-242.
Interview based combined with field observations employing an interpretive approach.
Gendron, Y., and Barrett, M. Forthcoming. Professionalization in action: Accountants’ attempt at building a network of support for the WebTrust seal of assurance. Contemporary Accounting Research.

A multi-methods study of how key Canadian actors viewed a several year period where the new assurance service of WebTrust was introduced, deemed a “failure” and then revived as a different service.  Includes limited surveys, interviews with different informants over time in the CA firms, the CICA and among potential customers for the service in addition to extensive archival research in popular and professional media.
Gendron, Y., Bédard, J., and Gosselin, M. Forthcoming. Getting inside the black box: A field study of practices in “Effective” Canadian audit committees. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory.

Interview based study guided by theories of social construction of the set of actors (auditor, CFO, CEO, Audit committee chair and members, Board Chair and members etc.) involved in governance of corporations that are considered to be “well governed”.
Gendron, Y. 2002. On the role of the organization in auditors’ client-acceptance decisions. Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 27 No. 7:  659-684.

Interview based focused on specific instances.

Gendron, Y. 2001. The difficult client-acceptance decision in Canadian audit firms: A field investigation. Contemporary Accounting Research (Vol. 18 No. 2):  283-310.

Interview based focused on specific instances.

Gibbins M. 1984. Propositions about the Psychology of Professional Judgment in Public Accounting. Journal of Accounting Research (Vol. 22 No. 1, Spring): 103‑125.
Formalization of the author’s observations undertaken while a member of the national office staff during his sabbatical year.  Theoretical perspective comes from psychology theories of judgment and decision making, learning, memory and expertise.  Paper does not feature any formal data collection other than a systematization of the author’s observations over a year long period as well as a decade of research he had undertaken in the area.

Gibbins, M. and A.K. Mason. Professional Judgment in Financial Reporting. CICA Research Study Series. Toronto: Canadian Institute of Chartered Accountants, 1998.
Gibbins, M. and J. Newton. 1994. An Empirical Exploration of Complex Accountability in Public Accounting. Journal of Accounting Research (Vol. 32 No. 2, Autumn): 165-186.
An example of a study employing a theoretically motivated questionnaire that elicited specific instances where the respondent felt accountable and the actions he/she carried out in that context.  This approach allows context to fully emerge as the respondent is recalling individual instances as well as allowing for a large amount of data to be collected from a variety of types of professional accounting respondents.  This year’s winner of AAA Audit Section Outstanding Contribution to Audit Research.

Gibbins, M., A.J. Richardson and J.H. Waterhouse. 1990. The Management of Corporate Financial Disclosure:  Opportunism, Ritualism, Policies and Processes. Journal of Accounting Research (Vol. 28 No. 1, Spring): 121-143.

Interview based grounded theory perspective.
Gibbins, M., A. Richardson, and J. Waterhouse. The Management of Financial Disclosure: Theory and Perspectives. Vancouver, Canada: Certified General Accountants Research Foundation, 1992.
Gibbins, M., S. Salterio and A. Webb. 2001. Evidence About Auditor-Client Management Negotiation Concerning Client’s Financial Reporting. Journal of Accounting Research (Vol. 40 No. 3, December): 535-564.
Gibbins, M. and F.M. Wolf.  1982. Auditors' Subjective Environment ‑ The Case of a Normal External Audit.  The Accounting Review (Vol. 57, January):  105‑124.

Theory based questionnaire.
Gibbins, M. and K. Trotman. 2002.  Audit Review: Managers’ Interpersonal Expectations and Conduct of the Review, Contemporary Accounting Research (Vol. 19 No. 3, Fall):   411-444. 

Theory based questionnaire.
Graham, L.E., J. Damens, and G.Van Ness. 1991. Developing risk advisor: An expert system for risk identification. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory (Vol. 10 No. 1, Spring):  69-96. 
Systematic reporting of observations undertaken during expert systems project viewed through lens of expertise theory.
Hirst, E. and L. Koonce. 1996. Audit Analytical Procedures: A Field Investigation. Contemporary Accounting Research (Vol. 13 No. 2, Fall:  457-486.  
Interview based focused on the process as each auditor performed it.  Former winner of AAA Audit Section Outstanding Contribution to Audit Research.
Kinney, W.R. 1987. Attention-directing analytical review using accounting ratios: A case study. Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory (Vol. 6 No. 2, Spring): 59-73.  

A investigation of concept case study employing actual data from a real firm and transforming it (i.e. introducing material errors in the data) to demonstrate whether simple financial statement ratios at the monthly level would indicate a material error.   Very rare approach in our literature.

Nelson, M. W., J. A. Elliott and R. L. Tarpley.  2002.  Evidence from Auditors about Managers’ and Auditors’ Earnings Management Decisions. The Accounting Review 77 (Supplement): 175-202.

Theory based questionnaire study.
Pentland, B.T. 1993. Getting Comfortable with the Numbers: Auditing and the Micro-Production of Macro-Order.  Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 18 No. 7/8): 605-620.


Observational field data supplemented by interviews.
Peters, J.M., B.L Lewis and V. Dhar. 1989. Assessing Inherent Risk During Audit Planning: The Development of a Knowledge Based Model. Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 14 No. 4): 359.
Radcliffe, V.S. 1998. Efficiency Audit: An Assembly of Rationalities and Programmes. Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 23 No. 4): 377-411. 

A good example of observational research (the author virtually lived on site for the better part of four months) supplemented by interviews and examination of working papers to enhance the author’s understanding of the events he would observe and to debrief the author after he observed the events.  

Radcliffe, V.S. 1999. Knowing Efficiency: the Enactment of Efficiency in Efficiency Auditing. Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 24 No. 4): 333-363. 

More observational based theory based field research.
Salterio, S. 1996. Effect of Precedents and Client Position on Auditors' Financial Accounting Policy Judgment. Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 21 No. 5):467-86.
Mainly an experiment but with archival and interview data.

Salterio, S. 1994. Researching for Accounting Precedents: Learning, Efficiency and Effectiveness.  Contemporary Accounting Research (Vol. 11 No. 1): 515-542. 

Archival, interview and observational data.
Salterio, S., and Denham, R.. 1997. Organization memory in public accounting firms: the role of accounting consultation units. Contemporary Accounting Research (Vol. 14 No. 4:     669-691. 
Mainly theory based analysis of interview data supplemented with limited archival and observational data.
Wolf, F. 1981. The Nature of Managerial Work: An Investigation of the work of the audit manager. The Accounting Review (Vol. 56 No. 4): 861-881. 


Interview and observational data via the lens of the critical incident method to understand the nature of the work.
SELECTED REVIEW PAPERS THAT DISCUSS 

FIELD-ORIENTED CONTEXTUAL ISSUES

Gibbins, M.  2001.  Incorporating Context into the Study of Judgment and Expertise in Public Accounting. International Journal of Auditing Special Issue on Research Methods in Audit Judgment Research (Vol. 5 No. 3, November):  225-236.

Gibbins, M. and K. Jamal. 1993. Problem-Centred Research and Knowledge-Based Theory in the Professional Accounting Setting.  Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 18 No. 5):  451-466.

Gibbins, M and R. J. Swieringa.  1995.  Twenty Years of Judgment Research in Accounting and Auditing. in Judgment and Decision Making Research in Accounting and Auditing (ed. R.H. and A.H. Ashton, Cambridge University Press): 231-249.

Rich, J.S., I. Solomon, and K.T. Trotman. 1997a. The audit review process: a characterization from the persuasion perspective.  Accounting, Organizations and Society (Vol. 22 No. 5):  481-505.

Rich, J.S., I. Solomon, and K.T. Trotman. 1997b. Multi-auditor judgment/decision making research: a decade later. Journal of Accounting Literature (Vol. 16):  86-126.

Solomon, I. 1987.  Multi-auditor judgment/decision making research.  Journal of Accounting Literature (Vol. 6):  1-25.

OTHER INTERESTING FIELD BASED AUDIT AND CORPORATE GOVERNANCE RESEARCH PAPERS IDENTIFIED BY MEMBERS OF THE PANEL

Bamber, E.M., and J.H. Bylinski. 1982. The audit team and the audit review process: an organizational approach. Journal of Accounting Literature (Spring): 33-58.
Beattie, V., R. Brandt, and S. Fearnley.  2000. Behind the audit report: A descriptive study of discussions and negotiations between auditors and directors. International Journal of Auditing (Vol. 4): 177-202.

Bonner, S. E. and N. Pennington. 1991. Cognitive Processes and Knowledge as Determinants of Auditor Expertise. Journal of Accounting Literature (Vol. 10): 1-50.

Gibbins, M. and A.M. Wright. 1999. Expertise and Knowledge Management in Public Accounting Professional Service Firms: A North American Perspective.  The Australian Accounting Review (Vol. 9 No. 3):  27-34.

Mason, A. K. and M. Gibbins. 1991. Judgment and U.S. Accounting Standards. Accounting Horizons (Vol. 5 No. 2, June):  14-24.

Nelson, M. W, J. A. Elliott and R. L. Tarpley.  2003. How are Earnings Managed: Examples from Auditors. Accounting Horizons (Supplement):  17-35.

Power, M. 1995. Auditing, Expertise and the Sociology of Technique. Critical Perspectives on Accounting (Vol. 6): 317-339.

Roebuck, P., and K. Trotman. 1992.  A field study of the review process: A research note. ABACUS (Vol. 28 No. 2):  200-10.

� Journal of Accounting Research, The Accounting Review, Contemporary Accounting Research, Accounting Organizations and Society, Auditing: A Journal of Practice & Theory were searched from 1975 (or their inception date if later) to 1999 employing the Audit Section’s bibliography entitled 25 Years of Audit Research available on the Section Research webpage.  The search was carried out in the wee hours of the morning by Professor Salterio, hence it is not meant to be comprehensive but rather illustrative.  Hard copies of the five journals were also done for years after 1999 – subject to the same caveat as above. Also, several books and monographs were added that the panel members thought were particularly noteworthy.
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