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Abstract

Purpose: this study aims to study the effect of financial performance and corporate governance on tax avoidance in manufacturing companies
listed on the Indonesia Stock Exchange in 2015-2019.

Methods: financial performance and corporate governance as independent variables with financial performance indicators are ROA, ROE and
Leverage while indicators of corporate governance are the board of commissioners, audit committee and external audit quality. Tax avoidance
as the dependent variable was measured by using ETR (effective tax rate). This research uses purposive sampling to get a sample size of 60
companies around 5 years and use common effect panel data regression analysis. The data in this study were analyzed with Eviews 9.0.

Results: (1) Financial Performance as measured by ROA, ROE and leverage. ROA and leverage has an indication on tax avoidance while ROE
has no an indication on tax avoidance in listed manufacturing companies on the IDX in 2015-2019. (2) Corporate Governance as measured by
the board of commissioners, audit committee and external audit quality shows that has an indication on tax avoidance in listed manufacturing
companies on the IDX in 2015-2019.

Conclusions and Relevance: the results of the study prove that ROA, leverage, the board of commissioners, audit committee and external
audit quality have a significant and significant effect on tax avoidance, but the ROE variable has no significant effect on tax avoidance in listed
manufacturing companies on the IDX in 2015-2019.
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PA3BUTUE

OpVII'VIHaﬂbHaﬂ CTaTbA

BnunaHne puHaHCOBDIX pe3yNbTaToOB N KOPNOPATUBHOIO ynpaBJieHNA
Ha YKJ/IOHeHMe OT ynnaTtbl HaJIoroB NPON3BOACTBEHHbIX KOMMNaHUN,
3aperncTpupoBaHHbiX Ha IHAOHe3MIcKon GpOoHAO0BON GMpKe
B 2015-2019rr.

Payaxatyn )kaHHa ', AsBapaun? Caapga Cupgank3

=YuusepcuteT Wpusugxasa (UNSRI), ManembaHr (KOxHaa CymaTtpa), IHaoHe3umA

ABTOp, OTBETCTBEHHbI 3a Nepenuncky: Payaxatyn [xaHHa, rjannah0303@gmail.com

AHHOTaUunA

Llenb npedcmasneHHol pabomei — ucciedosaHue 8/IUAHUA hUHAHCOBbIX NoKazamesieli U KOPNOPAMUBHO20 ynpassieHUs HA yK/IOHeHUe om
yNnamel Has0208 NPOU3B0OCMBEHHBIX KOMNAHUAU, KoOmupylowuxca Ha MHOoHe3ulickol ¢poHOosoU bupxe (IDX) 8 nepuod 2015-2019 ez.

MeToabl nnu metoponorva npoBeaeHna pabotbl. QUHAHCOBbIE pe3yIbMmamsl U KOPNOpAmMuBHoe ynpassieHue paccmampueaomcs Kak
He3asucumble nepemMeHHble C (hUHAHCOBbIMU NoKazamenamu 3¢pgpekmugHocmu — ROA, ROE u Leverage. IHOUkamopamu KopnopamusHo20
ynpasneHus A8/1810mcs 0aHHble CO8ema ynosIHOMOYEHHbIX, KOMUmema no ayoumy u Ka4ecmea 8HewHe2o ayouma. Yk/ioHeHue om ynaamei
HA/10208 8 KaYecmae 3a8UcUMoU nepeMeHHOU U3Mepsnoce ¢ nomoujblo ETR (3ghhexkmusHol Hanozosol cmagku). s ucciedo8aHus ucnosns-
308a/1aCb YenieHanpasieHHas 8bibopka u3 60-mu KoMnaxuli NPUMEPHO 3a 5 iem, Npu SMOM NPUMEHAICA pe2pecCUOHHbIU AHAIU3 NAHETbHbIX
O0aHHbIX ¢ 06WUM 3¢hhekmom. B pamkax ucciedosaHus 0aHHsele bbl/iu NPOAHAIU3UPOBAHbI C noMowbio Eviews 9.0.

Pe3ynbratbl pabotbl. (1) QuHaHcosblie pe3ynemamel, usmepsaemeoie nokazamenamu ROA, ROE u Leverage, nokaswleaiom ykioHeHuUe om ynnia-
mel Han0208, 8 Mo 8pemsa Kak ROE He umeem ykazaHuli HA yK/TOHeHUe om yniamel HAs10208 8 IUCMUH208bIX NPOU3B0OCMBEHHbIX KOMNAHUSX,
8K/II04eHHbIX 8 nepedeHb IDX 8 2015-2019 2. (2) KopnopamusHoe ynpassieHue, oueHeHHOe Co8emom yNnosIHOMOYeHHbIX, KOMUMemom no ay-
oumy u Kayecmeom 8HewHe20 ayoumd, caudemesibcmayem 06 yKJI0HeHUU om ynidmel HAs10208 8 3ape2ucmpupo8aHHbix Ha IDX komnauusx-
npousgooumernsx e 2015-2019 zz.

BbiBOAbI. Pe3ynibmamei uccnedosaHus 0okaseiearom, Ymo nokasamesnu ROA u Leverage, a makxe OaHHble c08ema ynosHOMOYeHHbIX, KOMU-
mema no ayoumy u Kayecmed 8HeWHe20 ayoumad OKa3bl8aom 3Ha4yumesbHoe 8/UAHUE HA YK/IOHeHUe Om yniamel HAn0208. B mo xe spems,
nepemerHas ROE He oka3elsaem cywecmsaeHH020 8030elicmaus Ha yK/IOHeHUe 0m yniamel Has10208 NPOU3800CMBEeHHbIX KOMNAHUU, 3apeau-
cmpupogaHHelx Ha MiHOoHe3utickoli poHdos8oU bupxe (IDX) 8 2015-2019 2.

KnioueBble cnoBa: huHaHcosble pesyibmamel, huHAHCOBbIE NOKA3AMeESIU, KOPNOPamueHoe ynpassieHue, yKiioHeHue om yniamel Has10208
KoHGNUKT nHTEepecoB. ABmopel 3aA8/1A10m 06 0mcymcmeuu KOHGIUKMA UHMepecos.

[na uutnposanua: Payoxamyn [xaHHa, A3eapou, Caada Cudouk. BnusHne GprHaHCOBbIX PE3y/bTaToB 1 KOPNIOPATUBHOTO YNpaBeHKA Ha

YKJIOHEHWE OT ynnaTbl HafIoroB NMPOV3BOACTBEHHBIX KOMMaHUIA, 3aperncTpMpoBaHHbIX Ha VIHfoHe3ncKkon doHpoBom bupxe B 2015-2019
rr. // MUP (MogepHu3auma. MHHoBauwmw. PassuTre). 2022. T. 13. N2 1. C. 126-137
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Introduction

Tax is the main sector that dominates state revenue.
Law Number 28 of 2007 states that there are
general provisions and procedures for taxation,
namely "compulsory contributions to the state owed
by individuals or entities that are coercive in nature
according to law, without obtaining direct reciprocity
but are used for the benefit of the state for the greatest
prosperity of the people”. Based on the explanation
above, it can be seen that the tax itself comes from
the people for the purposes of the people's welfare.

Since 1983, Indonesia has started to implement a
tax system using a self-assessment system, where this
system gives confidence to taxpayers to carry out tax
obligations both in calculating, calculating, paying
and self-reporting the amount of tax payable. For
corporate taxpayers, the tax includes a component of
deducting the amount of profit. It can be concluded
that the amount of profit earned in 1 accounting
period affects the total tax to be deposited. Tax is
defined as the company's burden which will reduce
the amount of net profit, the greater the company's tax
burden will have an impact on net income received
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in a certain period (Kurniasih and Sari [1]). This has
encouraged the company and the owner engage in
tax avoidance. In fact, companies for the State have
an important role in contributing, but this is inversely
proportional to companies which theoretically aim
to maximize company profits. Conditions like this
encourage the emergence of differences in interests
between companies and the State (Chi et al., 2010).

Tax revenues received by the state so far have
increased, but are not in accordance with what has
been targeted by the government, so that the potential
for tax revenues is not maximized. The achievement of
tax revenues from 2015-2019 has not yet reached the
specified target. In particular, in 2015, the difference
between the estimate and the realization of 11.32%
decreased o 22.16%in 2016. The data concludes that
there is an indication of tax avoidance efforts carried
out by the company during 2015-2019.

The practice of tax avoidance can be regarded as tax
aggressiveness if the company tries to reduce the tax
burden aggressively. Tax evasion (tax avoidance ) is
an activity that are legal and do not violate by using
loopholes of tax regulations (Palan [2]). Furthermore,
the OECD describes tax avoidance as an effort to
minimize the amount of tax paid, but does not violate
tax law even though it is contrary to the objectives of
tax laws and regulations, so it can be concluded that
financial performance and corporate governance
affect tax avoidance.

Tax avoidance can be measured in various ways, but
this study will use a measurement based on the ETR
(effective tax rate) formula, which is where the ETR value
is obtained by comparing the company's income tax
burden based on the company's financial statements to
the company's pre-tax income. The reason for using ETR
in this study is because this ETR aims to see how much
the company's tax burden is paid. The greater the ETR
value or close to 1, the less likely the company is to be
indicated for tax evasion, but if the ETR value is smaller
or close to 0, the larger the company is indicated to be
tax evasion. So it can be concluded that the interval of
ETR values are 0 and 1 (Hanlon and Heitzman [3]).

The phenomenon of tax avoidance was also found
in one sample of manufacturing companies listed on
the Indonesia Stock Exchange in 2015-2019, namely
ADES. In the financial statements presented by ADES
for 5 consecutive years, it is known that the ETR values
are 0.26, 0.09, 0.25, 0.24, and 0.24. It can be seen
that the ETR value for 5 years is still far from 1 and
closer to 0, so it can be concluded that the ADES is
indicated by tax avoidance measures.

The factors that influence tax avoidance activities are
financial performance and corporate governance of
the company. Financial performance can be seen from
various ratios, but in this study financial performance

will use ROA (return on assets), ROE (return on equity)
and leverage. ROA (return on assets) affects whether the
company is indicated or not doing tax avoidance, where
the higher the ROA value, the higher the company's
profits so that the better management of a company's
assets. The higher value of ROA, the greater the profit
that will be obtained by the company. The amount of
this profit will affect the value of the company's income
tax burden so as to reduce the amount of profit or
profit earned by the company. This is contrary to the
goal of the company, which is to get as much profit
as possible so that the company's management will
try as much as possible to increase profits as much as
possible by suppressing the company's tax burden,
namely by doing tax avoidance. ROE (return on
equity), an effort to get the maximum net profit and to
increase the company's equity, the company will make
the efficiency of the company's tax burden. Leverage
is shows the company's sources of funds that focus on
debt or liabilities. Sources of funding from long-term
debt will raise interest expense and will reduce the tax
base, namely profit before tax. Corporate governance
also has a role in influencing companies to avoid tax
because the characteristics of a company's corporate
governance are how to determine the company in
implementing its tax management (Benard [4]). Bardai
and Professer [5] describes their relationship several
control mechanisms of corporate governance against
tax avoidance (tox evasion) of the company, where
the study reveals that the position of the board of
commissioners as a representative on the shareholders,
therefore commissioners will indirectly prioritize the
interests of shareholders and maximize the company's
wealth whose value will be influenced by the amount
of tax to be imposed. The board of commissioners
is tasked with ensuring the implementation of the
company's strategy, supervising management, and
requiring accountability. The audit committee is an
extension of the board of commissioners as a support
for the implementation of supervision, so that tax
avoidance actions can be identified and reported to
the owner. Therefore, the credibility, composition and
responsibilities of the audit committee are the ones that
have the most influence not only on internal control but
the external auditor as a third party also provides a
very important view of the audit report. The quality of
external auditors clearly influences the value of view to
the company.

Literature Review

Stakeholder theory is a theory that explains that the
relationship between the companies in carrying out
its activities by the stakeholders of the company. The
stakeholders in question are shareholders, creditors,
government, society, consumers, suppliers, analysts
and other parties. According to Chariri and Ghozali [6]
suggests that the survival of a company depends on the
support of stakeholders. This support must be sought
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and this is one of the activities of the company, so it can
be said that the more or stronger stakeholder support,
the more direct the company's efforts to adapt.

Stakeholder theory refers to the company's
managerial decision making in terms of providing
useful information to its stakeholders. The role of
stakeholders in the company is very important
considering that stakeholders are able to influence
the use of economic resources that will be utilized by
the company.

Stakeholders are basically interested in companies
that have high earnings per share or high net income.
This is the basis for the emergence of stakeholder
relationships with tax avoidance, that is, if a company
avoids tax (tax avoidance), it will have an impact
on reducing the company's burden and increasing
net income. It will indirectly motivate or encourage
investors to invest in the company.

Stakeholder power is determined by the size of the
power they have over the resource. These strengths
can be in the form of the ability to limit the use of
limited economic resources (capital and labour),
access to influential media as well as the ability
to regulate the company. The company is also in
maintaining a harmonious relationship between the
company and its stakeholders for the survival of the
company by accommodating the wishes and needs
of its stakeholders, especially stakeholders who have
the power to the availability of resources used for the
company's operational activities (labour, market, etc.)
on company products, and so on.

The existence of this stakeholder theory will become
the dominant paradigm that further strengthens the
concept of a company which is responsible not only
to shareholders but also to stakeholders.

Tax avoidance is an attempt to minimize tax payments
are not infrequently done by the company did not
violate tax laws. According to Tandean [7], states
that there are 3 things that are characteristic of tax
avoidance, namely:

1. There is an artificial element in which various
regulations appear to be contained in them even
though they are not, and this is done because of
the absence of tax factors.

2. Such schemes often exploit loopholes from
legislation or apply legal provisions for various
purposes.

3. Confidentiality is a form of scheme in which
consultants generally show tools or methods for
tax evasion.

The estimation model for measuring tax avoidance
is using an effective tax rate proxy. The company's
effective tax rate can be calculated by comparing the

tax burden with profit before tax (Astuti and Aryani
[8]). The lower the value of the effective tax rate or
ETR (effective tax rate), then there is an indication that
the company has done tax avoidance.

Financial Performance

ROA (return on assefs) aims to see how much
profitability or profit obtained by a company by
comparing the value of the company's net income
with the company's total assets. The greater the
value of return on assets (ROA), the greater the profit
earned by the company, causing the greater the tax
burden to be paid by the company.

ROE (return on equity) shows the company's ability
to generate net income by using its own capital
and generate net income available to owners or
investors. The greater the return on equity (ROE)
value, the greater the profits received by the owners
or shareholders and vice versa.

Leverage shows the relationship between the
company's debt and the company's capital. The
higher the leverage, the higher the company's
dependence on its creditors.

Corporate Governance

The board of commissioners has a control function
that is to supervise the company's management so that
the board of commissioners plays an important role in
creating the accountability of a company. Therefore,
the number of commissioners greatly influences the
decisions that will be taken by management in creating
corporate accountability. The more the number of
commissioners owned by a company, the more
stringent the supervision of the company's management
in preparing its financial statements and the company's
opportunities for tax avoidance will be smaller.

The audit committee is to assist and strengthen
the function of the board of commissioners in
carrying out oversight of the financial reporting
process, risk management, audit implementation
and implementation of corporate governance.
Therefore, the number of audit committee members
can influence in determining the policies to be taken
by management in improving the quality of internal
performance monitoring in order to avoid internal
conflicts in achieving a transparent company.

External audit quality is a form of transparency
on financial statements that are accountable by
the company to shareholders so that increased
transparency to shareholders (stakeholders) in taxation
is increasingly demanded by the tax authorities. A
higher quality external audit quality or companies
audited by big 4 KAPs are more trusted because the
level of committing fraud is very small compared to
companies audited by non big 4 KAPs.
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Materials and Methods

This study aims to analyze the effect of financial
performance and corporate governance as
independent variables on tax avoidance as the
dependent variable. This study uses secondary
data from manufacturing companies listed on the
Indonesia Stock Exchange for 5 consecutive years,
namely 2015 to 2019. The sample selection used
purposive sampling with the following criteria:

(i) Manufacturing companies listed on the IDX;

(i) Companies that publish annual reports and other
required information in full during 2015-2019;

(i) Companies that use rupiah currency;

(iv) Companies that are losing money for 5 consecutive
years;

and (v) Companies whose ETR values are in the 0—1
interval. In this paper, there are 60 manufacturing
companies per year or as many as 300 samples for 5
years and this study uses common effect panel data
regression analysis.

Table 1

Indicators of Latent Variables

Tabnuua 1

MHAMKOTOpr CKPbITbIX NepeMeHHbIX

Latent Variable Indicator
Total income
T - ETR = —————
ax avoidance Profit before tax
ROA = Net profit = 100%
ROA (return on assets) ~ Total Asset
Met profit = 100
ROE (reteurs on equiiy) ROE = %ﬁluil}'%
Total Liability
Leverage DER = Total Capital
. s Mumber of commissioners,
Board of Commissioners independent and non-independent commissioners
Audit Commitiee Mumber of committee members in the company
. : KAP Big Four = |
External Audit Quality KAP Non Big Four = 0

Compiled by the authors.
CocmassnieHo asmopamul.

In this study, the dependent variable and the
independent variable used were measured based on
the following measurements:

Results
Descriptive Analysis

Descriptive statistical analysis provides information
about the description of the variables used in the
study. The information is presented from the minimum
value, maximum value, mean value (average) and
standard deviation value of each research variable.
Descriptive statistics in this study can be seen in the
following table 2.

Based on the table above, it can be seen that
the number of observations studied were 300
observations, based on 5 consecutive years from
2015-2019 in descriptive statistics, it can be seen

the mean value , as well as the standard deviation
of each table studied. The mean value is a value that
shows the magnitude of the effect of an independent
variable on the dependent variable.

Tax avoidance

It can be seen in the descriptive analysis table that
the tax avoidance variable (tax avoidance), the
average value (mean) is 0.279633 or 27.9633%
and the median is 0.250000 or 25%. This shows that
the average value (mean) is higher than the median
value, which means that on average, manufacturing
companies listed on the IDX in 2015-2019 have low
tax avoidance. This is in accordance with the effective
tax rate determined by the government, which is
> 25%. Maximum value is 0.970000 owned by PT
Artha Anugerah Buana Tbk (STAR) in 2018. While
the value of the minimum of the variable tax evasion
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Table 2
Descriptive Analysis
Tabnuua 2
OnucatensbHbi aHAnMs
ROA ROE DER DK KA KAE TA

Mean 0,092367 0,164233 0,917233 4,283333 3,050000 0,320000 0,279633
Median 0,070000 0,110000 0,560000 4,000000 3,000000 0,000000 0,250000
Maximum 0,720000 1,400000 13,980000  10,000000 5,000000 1,000000 0,970000
Minimum 0,000000 0,000000 0,050000 2,000000 2,000000 0,000000 0,010000
Std. Dev. 0,091831 0,222182 1,177197 1,7549380 0,384699 0467256 0,134449
Skewness 2,653456 4,036369 5576260 0,864824 2,255137 0771744 2,720446
Kurtosis 13,379300  20,484180 54,189420 3,395183  14,810970 1,595588  12,763880

Jarque-Bera 1698,665000 4635,820000 34309,190000 39348190 1998,021000 54,434070 1561,708000

Probability 0,000000 0,000000 0,000000 0,000000 0,000000  0,000000 0,000000
Sum 27,710000  49,270000  275,170000 1285000000 915000000 96,000000  83,890000
Sum 5q. Dev, 2,521420 14,760120  414,352000 920916700  44,250000 65,280000 5,404860
Observations 300 300 300 300 300 300 300

Source: Processed results of Eviews 9 data.
McmouHuk: Pesynbmamel 06pabomku 0aHHbIx Eviews 9.

(tax avoidance) of 0.010000 owned by PT Kabelindo
Murni Tbk (KBLM) in 2017. From the table above
shows the standard deviation of 0.134449 where
from the data the average value (mean) is greater
than the standard deviation value, which means
this variable has a small distribution. Jarque-Bera
Probability of 1561.708000 or > 0.05 then the data is

normally distributed.
ROA (return on assets)

The variable ROA (return on assets) is an independent
variable in this study which is measured by calculating
that is by comparing total netincome with total assets.
From table IV.1, the ROA (return on assets) value of
300 data has an average value (mean) of 0.092367,
with a maximum value of 0.720000 which is owned
by PT Waskita Beton Precast Tbk (WSBP) in 2018.
While the value of the minimum ROA (return on
assets) variable is 0.000000 owned by PT Wismilak
Inti Makmur Tbk (WIIM) in 2019. If the ROA (return
on assets) is > 2%, it can be said that the ROA (return
on assets) of a company well, the net profit obtained
from the use of company assets is high in companies
listed on the IDX if it is presented as a percentage of
the average value (mean) which is 9.2367%, which
means it is greater than 2%. The standard deviation
is 0.091831 where from the data the average value
(mean) is greater than the standard deviation value,
which means that this variable has a small distribution.
Jarque-Bera Probability of 1698.665000 or > 0.05
then the data is normally distributed.

ROE (return on equity)

The variable ROE (return on equity) is an independent
variable in this study which is measured by comparing
the total net income with total equity. From table
IV.1, the ROE (return on equity) value of 300 data
has an average value (mean) of 0.164233, with a
maximum value of 1.400000 owned by PT Unilever
Indonesia Tbk (UNVR) in 2019 and a minimum value
of 0.000000 owned by PT Wismilak Inti Makmur Tbk
(WIIM) in 2019. From the table above, it can be seen
that the standard deviation is 0.222182 where from
the data the average value (mean) is smaller than the
standard deviation value, which means this variable
has a large distribution. It can be said that the ROE
(return on equity) of a company is good if it is worth
> 12% and if it is a percentage of the average value
(mean) in this study, which is 16,4233%, it means that
the ROE in the sample of this study is good. Generate
profits for shareholders. Jarque-Bera Probability of
4635,820000 or > 0.05 then the data is normally
distributed.

Leverage

Variable leverage an independent variable in this
study was measured by comparing the total debt
to total equity capital. From table IV.1, the leverage
value of 300 data has an average value (mean) of
0.917233 or 91.7233%, meaning that most of the
assets owned by companies listed on the IDX on
average are derived from long-term debt and long-
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term debt short. Maximum value is 13.980000 owned
by PT Organon Pharma Indonesia Tbk (SCPI)in 2015
and the minimum value of 0.050000 owned by PT
Surya Toto Indonesia Tbk (TOTO) in 2019. From the
table above, the standard deviation of 1.177197
can be seen from the data. Average value (mean)
is smaller than the standard deviation value, which
means that this variable has a large distribution and
the Jarque-Bera Probability is 34309.190000 or >
0.05, and then the data is normally distributed.

Board of Commissioners

The variable of the board of commissioners is the
independent variable in this study which is measured
by recording the number of members of the board
of commissioners in the company. From table IV.1,
the value of the board of commissioners from 300
data has an average value (mean) of 4.283333 and
a median of 4,000000. These results indicate that
the average value (mean) is higher than the median
value, which means that the average manufacturing
company has a large board of commissioners.
Then, the standard deviation for the board of
commissioner variable is 1.754990. These results
indicate that the standard deviation value is lower
than the average value (mean) which proves that
the data in this variable has a small distribution
and the Jarque-Bera Probability is 39.348190
or > 0.05 then the data is normally distributed. As
for the board of commissioner variable, it shows
a maximum value of 10 and a minimum of 2. This
means that the sample companies in this study have
met the proportion of the board of commissioners
according to the Financial Services Authority
Regulation No. 29/PJOK.05/2014 regarding
good corporate governance, namely the number of
members of the audit committee is at least 2 people.
The highest number of commissioners is only owned
by PT Astra International (ASIl) while the number of
commissioners with only 2 members is owned by 6
companies, namely PT Duta Pertiwi Nusantara Tbk
(DPNS), PT Impack Pratama Industri Tok (IMPC),
PT Selamat Tempo Tbk (SMSM), PT Buana Artha
Anugerah Tbk (STAR), PT Siantar Top Tbk (STTP) and
PT Chitose Internasional Thk (CINT).

Audit Committee

The audit committee variable is the independent
variable in this study which is measured by recording
the number of audit committee members in the
company. From table V.1, the audit committee
variable has an average value (mean) of 3.050000
and a median of 3.000000. These results indicate that
the average value (mean) is greater than the median
value, which means that the average manufacturing
company has a large audit committee. Audit

committee variable with a minimum value of 2 and a
maximum of 5. This means that based on the average
value (mean) in this study, companies listed on the
IDX have complied with Financial Services Authority
Regulation No. 29/PJOK.05/2014 regarding good
corporate governance, namely the number of
members of the audit committee is at least 2 people.
Then, the standard deviation for the audit committee
variable is 0.384699. These results indicate that the
standard deviation value is smaller than the average
value (the mean) that proves that the data in this
variable has a distribution that is small and Jarque-
Bera Probability of 1998.021000 or > 0.05 then the

normal distribution of data.
External Audit Quality

The external audit quality variable is the independent
variable in this study which is measured by the size of
the Public Accounting Firm (KAP). The Big Four KAP
performs audits with higher quality than the non-Big
Four KAPs. Based on data processing performed using
Eviews 9 software, the external audit quality variable has
an average value (mean) of 0.320000 and a median of
0.000000. These results indicate that the average value
(mean) is higher than the median value, which means
that the average manufacturing company has a large
external audit quality, namely 3. The external audit
quality variable shows that from a total of 300 samples of
manufacturing companies listed on the Stock Exchange
in From 2015 to 2019, 31% or 31 companies audited
by KAP were included in The Big Four KAP while the
remaining 69% or 69 companies were audited by Non
The Big Four KAP . It is concluded that the companies
in the sample of this study are audited more by KAP
Non The Big Four. Then, the standard deviation for the
external audit quality variable is 0.467256. These results
indicate that the standard deviation is greater than the
value of the average (mean) that proves that the data
in this variable has a large distribution and Jarque-Bera
Probability of 54.434070 or > 0.05 then the normal
distribution of data.

Classic Assumption

Based on the results of the classical assumption test, it
can be concluded that the research model meets the
requirements of the normality test and the classical
assumption (multicollinearity, autocorrelation, and
heteroscedasticity). Panel data regression technique
was used to estimate the common, fixed and random
effect models. In this study, after performing the
Chow test, it was estimated with the common effect
technique and then continued with the Hausman test,
this study used the fixed effect technique and then
continued with the LM (Lagrange Multiplier) test. The
Common Effect technique was obtained as the right
technique for this research.
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Panel Data Regression Analysis

Based on Table 3, the following regression equation
is obtained:

TA =-0.001312-0.112026 ROA +
+0.005711 ROE + 0.005674 DER - 0.003547 DK -
- 0.049804 KA + 0.012837 KAE

Hypothesis

The effect of ROA (return on assets) on tax avoidance.
Based on the test results, it can be seen that the
probability value of the return on assets (ROA) variable
is 0.0000 or less than 0.05, so it can be concluded
that return on assets (ROA) has a significant effect on
tax avoidance. When viewed from t table at alpha
of 0.05 (one tail) is 1.9712, while the value of t-count
equal to -5.353744 (Negative), then H1 rejected.

The effect of ROE (return on equity) on tax avoidance.
Based on the test results, it can be seen that the
probability value of the return on equity (ROE) variable
is 0.2033 or greater than 0.05, so it can be concluded

that return on equity (ROE) has no significant effect on
tax avoidance. When viewed from the t table value
at alpha 0.05 (one tail) is 1.9712, while the t-count
value is 0.507302 (positive). This means that t count <
t table, then H2 is rejected.

The effect of leverage (DER) on tax avoidance.
Based on the test results, it can be seen that the
probability value of the leverage variable is 0.0268
or less than 0.05, so it can be concluded that
leverage has a significant effect on tax avoidance.
When viewed from the t table value ot alpha
0.05 (one tail) is 1.9712, while the t-count value
is 2.235431 (positive). This means that t-count > t
table, then H3 is accepted.

The effect of the board of commissioners on tax
avoidance. Based on the test results, it can be seen that
the probability value of the board of commissioners
variable is 0.0149 or less than 0.05, so it can be
concluded that the board of commissioners has a
significant effect on tax avoidance. When viewed from
the t table value at alpha 0.05 (one tail) is 1.9712,

Table 3
Estimation Results of Panel Date Regression Model
Tabnuua 3
PesynbTaTbl oueHKM perpeccMoHHOM MOAENM NAHENbHBIX AAHHBIX
Dependent Variable: Tax Avoidance
Method: Panel EGLS (Cross-section weights)
Date: 07/06/21 Time: 16:35
Sample (adjusted): 2016-2019
Periods included: 4
Cross-sections included: 43
Total panel (unbalanced) observations: 169
Linear estimation after one-step weighting matrix
Variable Coefficient Std. Error 1-S1atistic Prob.
C 0001312 0001171 =1.120518 0.2642
ROA -0.112026 0.020925 -5.353744 0.0000
ROE 0.005711 0011257 0.507302 0.6126
DER 0,005674 0,002538 2.235431 0.0268
DK -0.003547 0.001441 -2 461853 0.0149
KA -0,049804 0.006062 -8.215905 0.0000
KAE 0012837 0,003793 3.384490 0,000
Weighted Statistics
R-squared 0.504627 Mean dependent var -0.0D0E1 S
Adjusted R-squared 0.486280 5.0, dependent var 0.040698
5.E. of regression 0.029175 Sum squared resid 0. 137887
F-statistic 27.50436 Durbin-Watson stat 2.193121
Prob. (F-statistic) 0, 000000
Unweighted Statistics
R-squared 0.228446 Mean dependent var -0.001302
Sum squared resid 0.143597 Durbin-Watson stat 2431422

Source: Processed results of Eviews 9 data.

NcmouHuk: Pesynemamel 06pabomku 0aHHbix Eviews 9.
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while the t-count value is -2.461853 (negative). This
means that t-count <t table, then H4 is rejected.

The effect of the audit committee on tax avoidance.
Based on the test results, it can be seen that the
probability value of the audit committee variable
is 0.0000 or less than 0.05, so it can be concluded
that the audit committee has a significant effect on
tax avoidance. When viewed from the t table value
at alpha 0.05 (one tail) is 1.9712, while the t-count
value is -8.215905 (negative). This means that t-count
<ttable, then H5 is rejected.

The effect of external audit quality on tax avoidance.
Based on the test results, it can be seen that the
probability value of the external audit quality variable
is 0.0009 or less than 0.05, so it can be concluded
that the external audit quality has a significant effect
on tax avoidance. When viewed from the ttable value
at alpha 0.05 (one tail) is 1.9712, while the t-count
value is 3.384490 (positive). This means that t-count >
t table, then Hé is accepted.

The Effect Return on Assets (ROA)
on Tax Avoidance

The results showed that return on assets (ROA) had a
significant negative effect on tax avoidance. Based on
the stakeholder theory that the greater the return on
assets (ROA) value, the greater the profit earned by
the company and will indirectly result in an increase in
the value of the tax burden that must be borne by the
company. This encourages companies to minimize
the tax burden in order to obtain the maximum profit
possible. The results of this study support previous
research conducted by Siagian et.al. [?], Saputra
and Asyik [10].

The Effect of Return on Equity (ROE)
on Tax Avoidance

The results showed that return on equity (ROE) had
no significant effect on tax avoidance. This is not in
line with the theory used in this study which reveals
that the value of return on equity (ROE) is directly
proportional to the profits obtained by the owners or
stakeholders so that it can be concluded that return
on equity (ROE) also encourages companies to do
tax avoidance (tax avoidance). The results of this
study are contrary to previous research conducted by
Naibaho and Hutabarat [11].

The Effect of Leverage on Tax Avoidance

The results show that leverage has a significant positive
effect on tax avoidance. The higher the leverage, the

higher the dependence of the company on its creditors
so that it will cause interest expenses which will reduce
the tax burden. In other words, it can be concluded
that there is a tendency for companies to take tax
avoidance. The results of this study support previous
research conducted by Kurniasih and Sari [1].

The Effect of Board of Commissioners
on Tax Avoidance

The results showed that the board of commissioners
had a significant negative effect on tax avoidance.
The more the number of commissioners in a company,
the more stringent a company will be in monitoring its
financial statements so that it will indirectly affect the
size of the company's opportunities in tax avoidance
measures . The results of this study support previous
research conducted by Suardana (2014), Jao and
Pagalung [12].

The Effect of the Audit Committee
on Tax Avoidance

The results showed that the audit committee had a
significant negative effect on tax avoidance. Based
on the theory that the number of audit committee
members are able to influence the policies that will
be taken by a company in improving the quality
of company performance. The results of this study
support previous research conducted by Suardana
(2014), Joo and Pagalung [12].

The Effect of External Audit Quality
on Tax Avoidance

The results show that the quality of external audit
has a significant positive effect on tax avoidance. A
higher quality external audit or companies audited
by Big 4 KAPs are more trusted because the level of
fraud committed by companies will be smaller than
companies that use the services of non Big 4 KAPs.
The results of this study support previous research
conducted by Annisa (2008).

Conclusion and Relevance

Based on the results of the analysis in this study, it can
be concluded that:

« first, ROA, the board of commissioners and the
audit committee have a negative and significant
effect on fax avoidance;

» second, ROE has no effect on tax avoidance;

« third, leverage and external audit quality have a
positive and significant effect on tax avoidance.
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