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Developing the Government Accounting System for the Purposes of Performance Audit in Jordan
Government Sector

Hassan Fleih Al-Qtaish*

ABSTRACT
This study aims at showing the need to adopt the method of performance audit, as well as to study the
suitability of the Jordan current government accounting system, and offering the suggestions to
develop it. To achieve the objectives of the study, the researcher developed a questionnaire which
contains (28) questions distributed to (40) of the government auditors in the Ministry of Finance and
in the General Budget Department, (37) of them were collected, (35) were used in analysis, and one
sample t-test was used.
It seems to the researcher that the weakness of the current system of offering the suitable and the required
information to audit the efficiency and effectiveness of the performance. It also stresses the necessity to
develop the current auditing techniques moving toward the performance audit in the Jordanian government
sector.
Finally, the reseacher suggests some recommendations to develop the government accounting system in a
comprehensive audit, moving toward the accrual basis applied on stages, and to apply the program and
performance budget.
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