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MR OBEEE (330) : Local Government Audit Law, especially U.K.

While finance of local government deteriorates and the residents tighten the
scrutiny in recent years, our country’s legal system on audit of local government
has also entered a phase of important revolutionary era. In this research, I
consider the local government audit law is composed from each of the following
three different domains: the law for the organization responsible of audit system,
the law for the procedures of audit, and the law concerning substantive law which
is a criteria for audit judgment. And through researching of well-advanced U.K. local
government audit law, my attempt is to organize the feature of Japanese local government
audit law as contrasted with U.K.

AR TEHE
(SBHFHNL : M)
[ERES RS & FF
2007 4 1,100,000 0 1,100,000
2008 4EE 1,000,000 300,000 1,300,000
2009 4 1,000,000 300,000 1,300,000
R
R
wooE 3,100,000 600,000 3,700,000

WFZEo7 B NS
B O5E - B (SR - 3B
F—U— RN BIAEREALL, BIGERMEE, )7 BIRE, 1TEOE, Nk

1. WFZEBAAR S W) DT 5 B OMENR R E D720, Fio, M oHED
HEEIZ > THIRA HDOF = v 7 BEREE S
T, BIERMBE(L L, ERICEDZD SICHEES L ULEMENREGE D20, PR 9



I IER BIBTEIC X0 SN ERES A B A3
NI L, AR 14 FZ R SIET BIRIEIC
Ko THERIFD (E0biF 45585k BLO
FEREAFERICBTAWERRSIND e L,
AR IC B3 D IEHI I X E B e A S 2
HzTWET,

ZIUTH L IR 2B B EERIRFZE (LA
T TRWZE] o) 1, A< EATBHEICE
L. BEROIZEIMEE (20 THERICHE
WHlE) BT AREF EOETH S &
ZETH, ZHETIILTLHRERELA
FEOLNTIER LT, KRIMFIZEICNZ 51T
E B —EOMEOEE LB L LTV DR
BZH Y 7,

T Z OFEIBRICEET 51E% THIRKREAL)
EEIE L, [EEAHRRE), BEAEFRE. &
O TEEERSEMRE] SEroERInsNEYE
DEfEETHD EEZET,
DNEONEFTBNTIL, [BIAERERE)
EWVIFERIMT L —BICHW S TIEW
FHAN, FBEBR L TWAEEEIZBWT
1. RIRIZE T RFE AR B & B eI
DOEFEN D 51F 0>, Reginald Jones (255
BN E Local Government Audit
Law 2ed. (London:HMSO0,1985)73 £ S
DY, T TITH Y OERBIHFIE N A TU
F9 EEAREEEICOVTOHAREND
MFRIE. ATBURRRE B W TSR E
DIATHTEDR B D £33, EFAIHFFEIIMm D
T SEREI 2 S DIZEE > TN D &
2ZFET),

AWFEIL, HE B IBEREEEOERRI DR
B A L, IS LThREDH
IRREATEORRIIM O A T 5 &F
5HDTY,

2. WHEDOBER

FP. HIBEREREIZOWTANZNET
(CFEFE LTz ST, TG A SE R o s s A
) B2 0D P R A o e e S — [ A0 B A o
DA TN EL T AP LB S 8
B (RRKE, 1999 4F) & TERGEREAIEIC
B 58T 055 B ARMENES 2w Bk
R 3 B MM B FLIE] (S ERE,
2005 ) D —oTY, B IX, EICTE ARG
ENRDHZETHY, TRk 9 ek EMT B1R
B E S TEASN DN E DS LA FE 1
DUV, IMBEE AN DISEEDOBLE DG, 2 [H
EEHE L SO BELZLDO T, BEHIL, [’
B FHE IR DIFE T, DA E O R A G
KL DWW TOMRGRE R L2 DT
EEENEIZOWTE il COVERA)

AWFFEOHANIRD B0 T, F—Il2, &
EiED 5B, ERRORTIE OMmSCIZB VTR
T TWen TEEAFReE] (1982 A-H 5 i
A M N 1998 AR BB RVEO F O L
HIARIRE 720 F£4) & TERERE] OF
REHED D Z LTk - T, EEEGERERE
DR A RN HT L, & 5ITE ORHET
IeEERERI OEIRZ RS Z L2k - T (AR
BIIZIE, 1601 FLERATE T ORI X
LR OHEE L | 1834 FERBIEIC L D
EEBENIC L DERE~DORRANEE L &2
F9) . EEARREE OGN ERREZSS =
LT,

12,2000 FFEOTEEHE AIREOWIEIZ &
ST, RWEEEZAT DEENOBMERH
BR 0D 1145 0D K ek 1E AN B A Tl 1 D 45 B2 A
SNDHIED, HIEELOENTH D HIRIRIC
—HREOMEIR AT - & b7 &L HIBERERI O
HDICHKRERWENRINTND Z & &k
F 2., WEBOHBIEFZMIT, ZORLED
BEREMRGETHZ LT,

5, ANEBD ORI 72 0 E] B IR R A
EOSHT 2RI, DOAEBBEREEELE O
FEEERIRFZE 21T 5 2 & T, KEEEOTRN
Zlde HAKE & kiR L IAREICB W TR,
DESMMWH DT, TRTOH/AIIDONTT
W7, BRAELZNRELEZ LN DA
PR LD 9,

3. WHED Tk

BRI AVE O ICI LA TR D 70 EE
W Toh 7o OERHNEE R & O T/ DR
NHYELE, LL, BEOHEFEHFETE
Lo THONTE L R &R 2 AT L
T, Z I LIREMICHIS 2 SCREIC Y 725
FHEIZKVELE, £, INHOEERD
TRt ARG L, NWEZRET 52 L NKRYUIT
HHZELIFXHLHLAATTN, HEARKES
EORBEBLZEDTZD, 19 6 20 il
FAZITONT TOREEZ OO LR EIZE 3
DEWVERONEIZENTILENSD L F
2. HTOHELZRG L, LEEFTZRE L
F L7, AT, BWRAREAT L OHG A /)
eI T D721, HIFIEIC TEIZH 2@
F1EH>. [LexisNexis| #1517 Hhhs 538 5
WZ &> THIFR L & L7z,

PLED X5 728N X 2 WFEEEN N %
Pk 21 4F 12 AIiEERE (v Fo) I
L., E&Z%ZEB%., L Ealing London
Borough Council v. The Audit Commission
for Local Authorities and the National



Health Service in FEngland and Wales,
[2005]EWHC195 DFD Y FHE TH DA —
Vo7 - Aoy ExFML, 7>
JEEFELE L,

WFZEEHE 2 2 T3 2 7o O OBFFRARHIIZ DV T
. EARRICRAD BMAFIE L 72 0 F LTz,

4. WFFERE

WA DWW TIE, B2, TERREA
5] WO EFIROBRILIZOWT—EDIE
HEBEZDIZENTEREZLILODEEZTE
T, ZNETHOREDBIGRERIZEET 24
g1, EROFmSIZE EFE B, FHLLIL,
ERFFIEICB T 2EAFRITEOME, A
BIROPITHRE D —o & L TOEBEZRE DM
e & o AU HRE LTl eI B g
HICTERNEDTLER, AHFFETIE, H
TRRBEEA B3 D IERIEE DR R L D FEHE D
—D LD HDT, PRI - ED &
HEEZFET,

BT, RENEOBER FREICB T 2 R
DOFFEH & ZD HAREA~G 2 DR % fat
THLEMNTEZEEZTEY, ZOAI
i CHAINTH D EEZXE T, T7bb,
ODOFHE TR HITFHIBED —>O%IE
CERK 9 H M AT E O AR, Fk 14
FITERFFAZEOLIE) ITIXBICR X Wi
Wb EEbNET, T7obb, bAREDHA
TRREEA LR RERIA TR I B 1AM O E
Wz HEE LTWAICHEL ST, BiET
FERETRILSREE CTH 0 | R I Bk (B
FOBIE) BEETH D LD | lE DX b
MBIMRTI, ZOm, W DOEFEERE THHE
REEAGERIT, FREFROFFREFLE 2D
OO, BEETER (BEEEER) X, B Lok

HERICBW RS HE LD 2 Lidke <,

Wb AR D EARIMERE IV TR, B
TEAREEERKR (MoOBPITHRESE) & o
D#YEIL MEBIFREA & 72 0 RiiE & 7e D £,
CDOZENEROT UNRT U AEET SR
THHEICEZLDOTT,

AR U TR EEIL, A AREEP oA
FERATEERESE O CRENEICIZR VW E &
o). o, BEEEERNEA EoOIEARRERIC
BOWTHIAYFH & 72 DB NEE S
TEO, BREERRY 7, OEKNIC
i, Bl BEAEASRICH LT, R GRE
AN) 1E, RIRESETHE AL UCEATC B
FIHZENTEETN, ZNE. DRED
FEEFFRICTHEYT 200, FRAWITIEIER
DMBEEHTATIARERTIE /L, BEEAD
BR-2EEERETHY , BEEADHE L2

0 ET, BT, BEEAOERMRRMELRIC
BWTH, HICEERREAERTHICHES
T YA RO AR T DD,
H SR A RO CTHAFTIC R T 5 2 &3 T
FE9, FoUT, BEEANT, EROBHESRE
E LT, 2FRE EROE OESTT 525t
LTk, EE2AT 5HICEMEZRTRE
AW (—FEORHEMD) . £o, EESHE
W LTI ERTOEE M B ERT DI ENT
x, fthr, THRERRET D EBEE LLIX
OB KL OANEZEIL, ZN 5 OEEEZ KD
THHFTIZ LR 2 T ET,

L, ZoO—BEE TEEERD) SR8,
AARE L HHIET 2 REEOEERFFETH A
I EWVIFERRIIWZD FE L (BBZINHIX
2000 FLW ERTOIERTY).,

Z 9 L7 R 70 e [E B IR R Fhcik o
MFoEIX, OBEO BIEEREAE - ERIFFRE
EXRFEE LT, RIS CHEE RO A
L. MAI LD THDEEZXFET, T,
Al U 7= HIRARES R & RFRTA O % B BA %
(T D DS E D VERIFE IS 5 2 5 AT E &
b TRENWEDEEZFT,

5. ERRERIE
(WFgee . Brgesy i ONEHERTZE 8 12
=Y

CdERSRm 3L it 5 1)

PAF 5 R HIBIRFZERR ST,

OFEHEEAN HEREAFERBMRICLEROEHRA
B T&5h & A 61 % 5 5. 2010 45, #Aak
L., 34 H

OFEHEAN HEREEARWIM & HHRABGE
KMEDOES | [F L #EAI60 & 3 5. 2009
AL, 36 H

@ HEAN EREA REEERDIEY e
R [EIBHFZE] 85 % 1 %5, 2009 4, A
oL, 136 H

@EFEHEN AT EORALFH AT T
LR R E (Moo 6ot iE4) Dk
M) TEH L BEAD 59 % 1 %5, 2008 45, At
L, 34 H

UL A tEofX o, A—A 7 U7 DR
EIEIZOW T O EEZ MR O RE
EHELE L,

® & | # A [ Paul Nicoll, Audit in a
Democracy — The Australian Model of
Public Sector Audit and its Application to
Emerging Markets (Ashgate, 2005,
233pp.) ) TEZERHMEE] 121 5 1 - 2 546
2L, 178 H



(%K) Gtath)

=720, ERXA [3R) Tl <ifess
W LFEE O HMERITBIT 53K TT,
OFEMEAN TMERERFREGEOFHRA
B, HARMEGESSMBOEHBIIES (5
AT« A AR T, #48) 1K) . 2010 4
3H21H
OFEMEAN TMEREAF R &5 H#AE
KRAMEOEL | HARMBOEE S MBI
Zee (BPr - WA TR X, BAKT) .
2008 4- 11 H 15 H
OFEHEA ¥ REEAG RIEBIfE R O IEY 72
BRER ) ATECHIBIRIZE S (BT - BURERPRIX,
1), 200842 H 2 H
@FEmEAN AT HREORA B AT
L a4 AR E (Moo 2EEeR ) OEk
P B AR BUESE S MBOERIEIF RS (5T
WHRATREX, BAKT), 200749 A 15
H

6. HFFHLEL

(DR FEAERA

B A (HIROTA MICHITO)

B ENL R - RSB EBR AL BT
Bt - HER

WFgEE % 5 1 50402095

@mrgesrE el




