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ABSTRACT

176443

This study has two main objectives: (1) to study the tax collection structure which will
affect the estimation of tax revenue within the Revenue Code framework; and (2) to examine the
relationship between estimated tax revenue and realized tax revenue to be collected by the g"
Regional Revenue Office (RRO).

The study was based on secondary data during 2001-2005 available from the Revenue
Department’s reports on tax revenue collected through internet system and the 8" RRO’s reports
on its realized tax revenue; and the 2003 data were used as representative for analysis.

The findings indicated that the 1" Chiang Mai Area Revenue Office (ARO) could collect
the highest level of tax revenue during 2001-2005 at the average of 223.218 million baht per
year. Meanwhile, the realized tax revenue of the 8" RRO was highest in the Personal Income tax
category under the Revenue Code with the average of 244.231 million baht per year in the same

period.

By tax category under the Revenue Code, those ARO excelled in Personal Income tax
collection at moderate volume were Lamphun, Lampang, and Chiang Rai ARO’s at maximum
average of 104.467 million baht per year in the 5-year period. For Corporate Income tax category,
the above three ARO’s made the similar performance by collecting a maximum average of 69.465
million baht per year. For Value Added tax, Specific Business tax and Stamp Duty categories, the
1" Chiang Mai ARO as the large business tax administrator excelled by collecting the maximum
annual average of 8§3.312 million baht, 21.974 million baht, and 8.936 million baht, respectively
during the period under study.





