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Abstract:

This study aim to evaluating the effectiveness of the municipal accounting system applied
in the west bank municipalities at year 2008, and it had come at a time when many
countries in the world developed their municipalities accounting systems, to contribute to
urge municipalities to develop themselves financially by developing their accounting
systems in meeting the informational needs of the interested parties. For this purpose, a
sample representing all characteristics of the universe (west bank municipalities) was
selected. A questionnaire was also developed in order to gather data about the sample. The
data collected underwent various statistical methods including the descriptive methods.

This study concluded a positive results, including: (1) A high adherence to the municipal
rules, laws, and regulations. (2) A remarkably, high capability of the current municipal
accounting system to provide reports about revenues and expenditures, daily cash balance,
trial balance and accounting reports to the interested parties while forming their sound
decisions. (3) An effective control procedures over the cash movement inflows and
outflows, which also easily helps in detecting the errors and fraudulent activities. (4) It
helps the municipal council in forming decisions leading to optimizing revenues and
minimizing expenditures of the daily operations. In the opinion of the sample members, the
characteristics of understandability, relevance, and comparability were highly observed.
While the qualities of completeness, consistency, continuity and adequacy in disclosure,
and substance over form. As for the applied accounting basis in excellent of its easiest use
of the cash basis, and the applicators of the accounting system doesn’t face difficulty in
applying the system in general.

The study also highlight of the following negative results including: (1) The inability of the
accounting system disclose the informational needs of the interested parties though the
sample completeness character of the information partialarly the statements of balance
sheet, cash inflows and outflows, fixed assets, account receivables and payables, and
variance analysis between the real and budgeted figures. (2) The municipal accounting
system couldn’t provide data about current cost of services offered to the public. (3)
Shortage in the qualification level of the accounting system staff. (3) A great deffiancy in
the accounting softwares being applied by the municipalities.

Finally, the study concluded a necessary recommendations that must enhance the
efficiency and effectiveness of the municipal accounting systems in meeting the
informational needs of the parties concerned, which may be provided to the municipal
council and its financial departments staffs, and other recommendations to palestinian
ministry of local government personnel.
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0.7483 | {ausia | 61.87% | 1.08 | 3.093 7
-0.089 59.73% 1.3 2.987 5
-0.522 | 4ausic | 58.67% | 1.11 | 2.933 2

-3.11 | dawsic | 51.62% | 1.16 | 2.581 4

dhusic | 61.85% | 0.08 | 3.093
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(21.4)

3 10 9)

%67

(2007 )
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S5.1.4



21.4

t-value :;f;; :::ﬂ‘ zlﬁ\\ ::ﬁ\j\
3.9447 | e |71.20% | 1.255 | 3.56 7 1
3.8655| 4le [70.93% | 1.2 |3.547 1 2
3.0649 | ibusic [ 69.33% | 1.319 | 3.467 6 3
2.9072 | ihusic | 68.27% | 1.231 | 3.413 5 4
2.3407 | dawsic [ 67.20% | 1.332 | 3.36 2 5
24979 | ihwsic | 67.20% | 1.248 | 3.36 4 6
1.6482 | dausic | 64.80% | 1.261 | 3.24 8 7
1.6077 | ibusic | 64.80% | 1.293 | 3.24 9 8
1.0294 | ddausie | 63.20% | 1.346 | 3.16 10 9
0.9529 | ihusia [ 62.67% | 1.212 | 3.133 3 10
ddavgie [ 66.96% | 0.051 | 3.348
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.6.1.4

(22.4)

:22.4

(22.4)
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24

T-test
(ANOVA)
Schafte'
1.2.4
One-Sample Statistics :23.4
Std.
Error Std.
Mean | Deviation Mean N
.10280 .89024 3.6067 | 75
One-Sample Test :24.4
Test Value = 3.5
95% Confidence
Interval of the )
Difference Mean Sig. (2-
Difference | tailed) df t
Upper Lower
3115 -.0982 1067 303 74 | 1.038

(One sample t test)

(3.61)

&9



(5.902) (T) (T-test) 25(3.5)

)
(
(25.4) (ANOVA)
(a0 = 5%)
(ANOVA) :-25.4
=

0.062 | 2.562 1.91 3 5.73
0.75 71| 5292
74| 58.65
0.019 2.91 2.04 5| 10.26
0.702 69| 48.43
74| 58.65
0.43 0.97 0.77 4 3.09
0.79 70| 55.56
74| 58.65

(5.3) @ dsan Aol B

90




(ANOVA) -25.4
=
0.49 0.89 0.71 5 3.56
0.8 69| 55.09
74| 58.65
0.005 4.67 3.22 3 9.66
0.69 71| 48.99
74| 58.65
0.142 2.01 1.55 2 3.09
0.77 72| 5555
74| 58.65
Schaffe'
(27.4) (26.4)
%5 = «a
16 5-1
4.19 16
3.17 5-1
(26.4)

91




:26.4

3.50

Sig. Std. Error | Mean Difference (I-J)
271 25677 -.5133 10-6 5-1
.872 .28540 -.2396 15 - 11
.008 .28540 -1.0208(*) 16
271 25677 5133 5-1 10-6
187 26593 2738 15 - 11
311 26593 -.5075 16
.872 .28540 .2396 5-1 15 - 11
787 26593 -.2738 10-6
079 29367 -.7813 16
.008 28540 1.0208(*) 5-1 16
311 26593 5075 10-6
.079 29367 7813 15 - 11
Post hoc test :27.4
Subset for alpha = .05
2 1 N
3.1667 18 5-1
3.6800 3.6800 25 10-6
3.4063 3.4063 16 15 - 11
4.1875 16 16
.054 333 Sig.
(12.4)
4.30




Post hoc test

:28.4

Subset for alpha = .05

N
1
3.3000 40
3.5000 7
4.0000 2
4.0000 8
4.0385 13
4.3000 5
554 Sig.
2.2.4
)
(3.21)
(2.244-)

93



One-Sample Statistics :29.4

Std. Error Std.
Mean Deviation Mean N

12776 1.10641 32133 | 75

One-Sample Test :30.4
Test Value =3.5
95% Confidence
Interval of the '
Difference Mean Sig. (2-
Difference | tailed) df t
Upper Lower
-.0321 -.5412 -.2867 028 | 74| -2.244
(17.4) (ANOVA)
(0= 5%)

94




(ANOVA) :31.4
=
*
0.006 | 4.483 | 4.81 3 14.43
1.07 | 71 76.16
74 90.59
0.015 | 3.048 | 3.28 5 16.39
1.075 | 69 74.2
74 90.59
0.2 1.54 1.83 4 7.31
119 | 70 83.28
74 90.59
0.15 1.7 1.98 5 9.92
117 | 69 80.67
74 90.59
0.04 284 | 3.24 3 9.72
114 | 71 80.87
74 90.59
0.11 224 | 265 2 5.31
118 | 72 85.28
74 90.59
(32.4) Schaffe'
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(33.4)




:32.4

Sig. Std. Mean Difference
Error (I-J)

.865 32781 2809

177 33813 7616

.020 42212 1.3688(*)

.865 32781 -.2809

719 41461 4808

180 48554 1.0879

177 33813 -7616

719 41461 -.4808

.679 49257 .6071

.020 42212 -1.3688(*)

180 48554 -1.0879

.679 49257 -.6071
3.51 ()

(33.4)
Post hoc test :33.4

Subset for alpha = .05
2 1 N
2.1429 7
2.7500 2.7500 12
3.2308 3.2308 13
3.5116 43
353 .090 Sig.
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()

0O ()
%67.32
%633
%67
(0.563) T (3.56)
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3.2.4



One-Sample Statistics

:34.4

Std. Error Std. R )
Mean Deviation | Mean N A 4y Al
.10653 92254 3.5600 75

One-Sample Test :35.4
Test Value = 3.5
95% Confidence
Interval of the Sig.
Difference Mean (2-
Difference | tailed) | df t
Upper Lower
2723 -.1523 .0600 575 74 | 563
)
(
.(36.4) (ANOVA)
:-36.4
F
*
0.004 4779 3.53 3 10.58
0.74 71 524
74 62.98
0.073 2.122 1.716 5 8.58
0.809 69 55.8
74 64.38
0.49 0.87 0.76 4 3.05
0.88 70 61.33
74 64.38

98




: -36.4

F
0.07 218 1.76 5 8.79
0.81 69 55.59
74 64.38
0.03 3.26 2.6 3 7.79
0.8 71 56.59
74 64.38
0.04 3.3 2.71 2 5.41
0.82 72 58.97
74 64.38
(o = 5%)
(37.4) Schaffe'
(38.4)
%5 = a
() () () ()
3.81 3.74 () (O
(37.4) (2.57) ()

99




() O) () O

:37.4
Std. Mean Difference
Sig. Error 2
.997 27191 -.0635
310 .28047 5359
015 35013 1.1728(%)
.997 27191 .0635
392 34391 .5994
031 40274 1.2363(*)
310 .28047 -.5359
392 34391 -.5994
493 40857 .6369
015 35013 -1.1728(%*)
.031 40274 -1.2363(*)
493 40857 -.6369
Post hoc test :38.4
Subset for alpha = .05
2 1
2.5714 7

3.2083 3.2083 12

3.7442 43

3.8077 13

401 346 Sig.
4.2.4
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One-Sample Statistics :39.4

Std. Error
Mean Std. Deviation Mean N
.09730 84267 3.2067 75
One-Sample Test :40.4
Test Value = 3.5
95% Confidence
Interval of the )
Difference Mean Sig. (2-
Difference | tailed) df t
Upper Lower
-.0995 -.4872 -.2933 .004 74 | -3.015
(one sample t test)
(3.21)
(3.015-) (T) (T-test) (3.5)
(41.4) (ANOVA)

101




(o0 = 5%)

(ANOVA) 41.4
F

*
0.01 | 4.051 | 2.56 3 7.68
0.63 | 71 | 44.87
74 | 52.55
0.243 | 1.378 | 1.035| 5 5.17
0.75 | 69 | 51.83
74 57
0.32 1.2 0.91 4 3.65
0.76 | 70 | 53.35
74 57
0.33 117 | 0.89 5 | 4.45
0.76 | 69 | 52.55
74 57
0.054 | 2.67 1.93 3 5.79
072 | 71 | 51.21
74 57
0.677 | 0.39 0.31 2 0.61
0.78 72 | 56.39
74 57

102




(42.4)

3.77

Schaffe'
(43.4)
142.4
Std.

Sig. Error | Mean Difference (I-]))

185 25161 -.5599

817 25953 2510

284 .32399 .6379

185 25161 .5599

.100 31823 .8109

.021 37268 1.1978(*)

817 25953 -.2510

.100 31823 -.8109

790 37807 .3869

284 .32399 -.6379

.021 37268 -1.1978(*)

790 37807 -.3869

%5 = a
() ()
(43.4) 2.57) ()
() 0
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()



Post hoc test

43.4

Subset for alpha = .05 N
2 1
2.5714 7
2.9583 2.9583 12
3.2093 3.2093 43
3.7692 13
105 276 Sig.
S5.2.4
One-Sample Statistics 44 .4
Std. Error Mean Std. Deviation Mean N
13615 1.17914 3.3533 75
One-Sample Test :45.4
Test Value = 3.5
95% Confidence Interval
of the Difference
Mean Sig. (2-
Upper Lower Difference | tailed) df t
1246 -.4180 -.1467 .285 74 | -1.077
(one sample t test)
(T-test) (3.5) (3.35)
(1.077-) (T)

104



.(46.4) (ANOVA)

(ANOVA) :46.4

0.001 | 5.861 6.81 3 20.42
1.16 71 82.46
74 | 102.88

0.488 | 0.897 | 0.642 5 3.21
0.715 69 49.34
74 52.55

0.342| 1.15 0.81 4 3.23
0.7 70 49.32
74 52.55

0.566 | 0.78 0.56 5 2.82
0.72 69 49.73
74 52.55

0.566 | 0.78 0.56 5 2.82
0.72 69 49.73
74 52.55

0.021 4.1 2.69 2 5.38

0.66 72 4717

74 52.55

105




(47.4)

(0= 5%
Schafte'
(48.4)
47.4
Mean
Std. Difference
Sig. Error (I-))
930 34111 2281
462 35185 5678
.002 43924 | 1.7940(*)
930 34111 -.2281
.891 43143 3397
028 50524 | 1.5659(*)
462 35185 -.5678
.891 43143 -.3397
136 51256 1.2262
.002 43924 | -1.7940(*)
.028 50524 | -1.5659(*)
136 | .51256 -1.2262
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() () ()
342 3.65 () 0
(48.4) (1.86) ()
:48.4
Subset for alpha = .05 N
2 1
1.8571 7
3.0833 3.0833 12
3.4231 13
3.6512 43
.639 .056 Sig.
.6.2.4
(T-test)
(1.267-) T (3.5)

107



One-Sample Statistics

149 .4

Std.
Error Std.
Mean Deviation Mean N
.08856 76692 3.3878 75
One-Sample Test :50.4
Test Value = 3.5
95% Confidence
Interval of the )
Difference Sig.
Mean (2-
Upper | Lower | Difference | tailed) | df t
.0643 -.2886 -.1122 .209 74 | -1.267
(%5=a)

108

(ANOVA)




ANOVA :51.4
F
*
0.062 2.562 1.91 3 5.73
0.75 71 52.92
74 58.65
0.006 4.483 4.81 3 14.43
1.07 71 76.16
74 90.59
0.004 4.779 3.53 3 10.58
0.74 71 52.40
74 62.98
0.010 4.051 2.56 3 7.68
0.63 71 44.87
74 52.55
0.001 5.861 6.81 3 20.42
1.16 71 82.46
74 | 102.88

109

0.05=>qa*




ANOVA :52.4
F

*
0.142 2.01 1.55 2 3.09
0.77 72 55.95
74 58.65
0.11 2.24 2.65 2 5.31
1.18 72 85.28
74 90.59
0.04 3.30 2.71 2 5.41
0.82 72 58.97
74 64.38
0.677 0.39 0.31 2 0.61
0.78 72 56.39
74 57.00
0.021 4.10 2.69 2 5.38
0.66 72 47.17
74 52.55

(52.4)
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0.05=>qa*
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