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General (Personal) Standards on Auditing; Are they Symbolic Standards or they
Aim at Achieving Financial Transparency?

Ali A. Al-Thenaibat and Basheer A. Khamees*

ABSTRACT

The study aims at analyzing and interpreting the symbolic and technical meanings of the personal standards
on auditing. Specifically, the aim is to assess the symbolic nature of the standards and their role in helping
the auditor to ascertain the degree of the financial transparency. To achieve this aim, the researchers used the
interpretive methodology, depending on the symbolic interactionism and their interpretations and analyses.
Additionally, a survey of the opinions of a sample of the external auditors in Jordan was used to support the
analysis. A specially designed questionnaire distributed to a sample of 100 external auditor, from which 61
were returned and used in the analysis. Descriptive statistics used to analyze the data. It appears from the
study that, although the standards represent a guidance for achieving financial transparency, they have
symbolic meanings. That is, the profession aims at dominating the regulation of itself, enhancing its
reputation, providing the auditors with more protection and credibility. Finally, the researchers would
recommend that those who are responsible for audit regulation should consider the revision of these
standards after taking the opinions of the users of the financial statements and concentrating on the technical
objectives of these standards rather than on the symbolic purposes.
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