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Thoughts of Income Tax Auditing Adopting Balance Sheet - liability Method in China

ZHOU Jian - long
( Tongling College, Tongling Anhui 244000 ,China)

Absgtract : There exists the dispute of Balance Sheet - Liability Method and Profit Statement - Liability Method in the income tax auditing
method in our country. Thisarticlefirstly detailed analyses various opinion and critics of Balance Sheet - Liability Method based on comparative
research on two kinds of income tax auditing method , then demonstrates necessity and operation sgnificance of adopting Balance Sheet - Liabil-
ity Method currently in our country.
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Application of the Contingent Value Method in Appraisal of the

Compensation Price for Removal
—A case study of Wuhan city

YU Yan
(Chizhou Norma University ,Chizhou Anhui 247000 ,China)

Abstract : The rea estate removal isone of the most senstive problemsin recent years. Thefairnessof compensation pricefor removal relates
directly to the economic benefits of relocation households. To counter the deficiency effect of the evaluation method ,this paper adopts the con-
tingent value method(CV M) to appraise the compensation price for removal in Cities . The author ssgned CVM questionnaire and made spot
check at some peoplein Wuhan City and valuesof WTA were obtained. Some suggestionsfor the application of CVM in thefuture were pointed
out at the end of the paper.

Key words :appraisal for removal ;contingent val uation method ;willingness to accept compensation ; Wuhan
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