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Abstract

TE 140930

The objective of this independent study is to compare auditing and tax
~ inspecting procedure. The author compared the objective, scope of work. responsibility, code of
cthics, procedurcs, working papers, auditing techniques and reporting to find out what
resemblance and difference between the both procedures. The results of the study would be
benefitial to tax inspecting officer from the Revenue Department who could apply the
dominances of both techniques in his work.

The results were found that there were clearly diffcrences between their
objectives, scope of works, respensibilitics, procedures, working papers and reporting. However,
their code of cthics and auditing techniques were considered that they were likely the same.

Besides, tax inspecting officer frem the Revenue Department should take
advantages from Certificd Public Accountant’s work in term of his auditing procedure,
techniques and report. For the financial statements that were accepted by Certified Public

Accountant, any sufficient data should be exposcd that tax inspecting officer could reduce his

scope of work and bring about the cfficiency and cffectivencss in his tax inspecting procedure.

The suggestion from the author was to make conviction in all auditing works.
Any executive should realize the importance of reducing tax inspecting procedure by taking his
responsibility in preparing the financial statement and its note, managing to reduce the risk from
government tax inspecting officer and finding any new cfficient way. If all of thesc could be
done properly, the auditing and tax inspecting procedure would be developed and the risk of the

business would be eradicated reasonably under the provision of the law,



