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Abstract 
Purposes: To investigate how political relations, sustainability performance, and information qual-
ity affect company tax risk in Indonesia, as well as how corporate governance influences these three 
variables moderatingly.
Methods: The research examined a sample of 41 manufacturing companies that were listed on the 
Indonesia Stock Exchange between 2017 and 2021. Purposive sampling is the approach utilized for 
data collection, and panel data moderation regression is the analytical tool.
Findings: The results show that sustainability performance and corporate governance have a nega-
tive effect on tax risk, while political relations and the quality of internal information have no effect 
on tax risk. Corporate governance as a moderator is unable to strengthen the negative influence of 
political relations, sustainability performance, or the quality of internal information on tax risk.
Novelty: There is not much previous research that examines tax risk, while some research has used 
tax risk as an independent influencing factor. Tax risk is rarely studied due to the lack of previous 
research and issues that come to the surface.

Keywords: Corporate Governance, Internal Information Quality, Political Relation, Sustainability 
Performance, Tax Risk.
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INTRODUCTION
Risk is the likelihood that something will happen that could affect the accomplishment 

of organizational objectives. Risks have quite a lot of typologies or groupings, one of which is 
Decree of the Minister of Finance Number 577/KMK.01/2019, which classifies risks into pure 
risks, as risks with possible losses but no profit possibilities, and speculative risks, as risks where 
profit and losses are expected to occur (Ministry of Finance, 2019). Tax risk is currently one of 
the modern typologies that is seen as a new risk for some companies, because tax issues are often 
only a concern of corporate “tax experts”. Uncertainty over how the tax system will react to the 
continuing globalization of business and potential future changes in corporate taxes contribute to 
concerns around tax risk (Deloitte Development LLC, 2004). Businesses incur extra expenses as 
a result of this uncertainty, including the potential for tax authorities to sanction them, damage 
to their image, higher external consulting fees, and more difficulty projecting earnings (Chen, 
2020). 
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Tax issues in Indonesia, commonly known as tax disputes, arise due to differences of opinion 
or interpretation between the taxpayer and the competent tax authority (in this case, the DGT) 
(Directorat General of Taxes of the Republic of Indonesia, 2022a). Referring to the 2021 Republic 
of Indonesia Directorate General of Taxes (DGT) Performance Report data (Directorate General 
of Taxes of the Republic of Indonesia,  2022b), the DGT has resolved 12,959 tax disputes, of which 
3,297 were rejected by the Tax Court or won by the DGT. The percentage of DGT’s winnings in 
the Tax Court has continued to increase in recent years, from the targeted 44% winnings, 43.25% 
have been achieved in 2021, up 0.15% compared to 2020, and up 2.71% compared to 2019. The 
more intensive the DGT’s efforts in winning cases indicate that the potential for tax risk will 
continue to increase in line with the large number of losses suffered by taxpayers due to losing in 
tax disputes. PT Bank Sumitomo Mitsui Indonesia is an example of a taxpayer who has to bear the 
risk of losing an appeal against an underpaid tax assessment (SKPKB) of Rp.816,316,570 based on 
Tax Court Decision Number PUT-112173.15/2010/PP/M.XXB of 2020.

Several studies assess that tax risk is related to tax avoidance, because the emergence of 
risk is the impact of the company’s efforts to find loopholes to minimize the amount of tax paid. 
There are three reasons why tax avoidance can increase corporate tax risk. Tax avoidance causes a 
high tax burden in the form of sanctions due to future tax audits, the strategy to minimize the tax 
burden is temporary, and it shows that companies invest in high-risk investments (Choi & Park, 
2022). The true risk can be prevented and mitigated if the company applies the right management 
practices. Tax risk management is an effort by taxpayers, especially entrepreneurs, to reduce risks 
that may arise when taxpayers are unable to pay or report their taxes to the Directorate General of 
Taxes (DGT), which can result in administrative sanctions or tax disputes (Directorate General of 
Taxes of the Republic of Indonesia, 2022). In addition to mitigation, it is also important to know 
several factors that are thought to influence tax risk. Through these factors, it is expected that tax 
risk management can be carried out more efficiently and effectively.

There are several other factors that are thought to influence tax risk, one of them is the 
company’s political relationship. Political relations, according to research conducted by Chen 
(2020) has three effects on corporate tax risk. At first, businesses may receive advance notice 
of modifications to tax laws. Second, can reduce government intervention and tax management 
uncertainty. Third, can help companies obtain financing. The next determining factor is thought 
to come from how the company ensures that its performance is running well and sustainably. The 
next determining factor is thought to come from how the company ensures that its performance 
is running well and sustainably. Sustainability Performance refers to the company’s long-term 
performance in carrying out business activities that maintain economic welfare (profit), social 
welfare (people), and the community environment (planet), better known as the Triple Bottom 
Line (Tjahjadi et al., 2021). The other variable is the internal information quality which emphasizes 
the accuracy of a business’s information as a foundation for judgment (Vincken, 2017).

Currently, there are not many previous studies that examine tax risk, although there are 
still some studies that make tax risk an independent influencing factor. Tax risk is rarely studied, 
apart from the lack of previous research, it is also due to the lack of issues that come to the surface. 
In Indonesia, tax risk is more widely studied as a factor that influences (independently) several 
other factors that have problem issues, such as tax risk, which has a positive effect on the cost 
of debt (Dewi & Ardiyanto, 2020; Kovermann, 2018) and tax risk, which has an influence on 
the cost of capital (Hasanah & Puspitasari, 2022). Several previous studies have examined the 
relationship between political relations, sustainability performance, and the quality of internal 
information on tax risk, although several variables were not examined directly on the dependent 
factor, namely tax risk. Chen (2020) shows that there is a negative interaction between political 
relations and tax risk. The negative effect is also generated by the relationship between the quality 
of internal information and tax risk (Vincken, 2017). There is no research that directly examines 
the relationship between sustainability performance and tax risk, but one of the indicators is 
profit performance in the study by Lin et al. (2019) and Melinda and Syafruddin (2021) declared 
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capable of strengthening the interaction of corporate social responsibility (CSR) with tax risk.
This research is a combination of several previous studies. The independent variables used 

are based on research Chen (2020), which examines the direct relationship of political relations 
with tax risk, and research Vincken (2017), which examines the direct relationship between 
internal information quality and tax risk. The variable of sustainability performance is a research 
and development by Lin et al. (2019) and Melinda and Syafruddin (2021) which examines the 
relationship of earnings performance as a moderator between corporate social responsibility (CSR) 
and tax risk. The moderating variable, namely corporate governance, is based on research Choi 
and Park (2022) who previously tested the relationship of corporate governance as a moderator 
between tax avoidance and tax risk. The issue of corporate governance itself has long been an 
interesting subject for many researchers, considering that it is very important for companies for 
business success from all perspectives (Tibiletti et al., 2021). Corporate governance can also be 
used as a benchmark for whether a company has implemented governance management that 
is qualified, appropriate, and has a positive impact on business sustainability. Companies with 
good governance will certainly be able to mitigate and find the best strategies to deal with various 
risks, one of which is tax risk so that they will not incur losses in the future. Research conducted 
by Choi and Park (2022) proves that corporate governance has a role in controlling corporate 
tax risk in the future in relation to tax avoidance. Therefore, this research will prove whether 
corporate governance is also able to control tax risk from other factors, such as political relations, 
sustainability performance, and the quality of internal information. Against the background of 
the explanation that has been described, this research was conducted with the aim of examining 
the effect of political relations, internal information quality, and sustainability performance on 
tax risk and the moderating effect of corporate governance on the influence of political relations, 
internal information quality, and sustainability performance on tax risk.

This research relied on some theories including agency, positive accounting, stakeholder, 
and legitimacy theories. The effect of agency theory, namely agency costs, often arises as a result of 
wrong managers’ decisions or even acting too much based on personal interests and not making 
the interests of shareholders the main concern (Raimo et al., 2021). Positive accounting theory has 
three agency relationships, including the bonus plan hypothesis, where business managers who 
have plans to get bonuses tend to decide to use accounting policies in the form of determining 
the proportion of profits reported by the company (Hery, 2017). Stakeholder theory is reflected 
in how management makes decisions that not only involve personal interests but also all related 
stakeholders (Khaled et al., 2021). Legitimacy theory is a popular theory in the field of social and 
environmental accounting that describes the attachment between companies as business entities 
and the surrounding community. 

In this research, the dependent variable, which is tax risk, is defined as the possibility of 
loss due to the implementation of a tax strategy (tax planning) that is considered unprofitable 
for the company in the future. Several studies have proven that tax strategies, in this case, which 
lead to tax avoidance, will be able to increase corporate tax risk. This is because tax avoidance will 
eventually result in a high tax rate, which will offset the low corporate tax burden. The tax plan is 
essentially a short-term investment that can lower tax expenses, which is another factor, but on 
the other hand, it is also an investment alternative that contains high risk (Choi & Park, 2022). 
According to the dependent variable, there are seven hypotheses that can be developed.

Political relations in Indonesia are indicated by the relatively high closeness between 
companies and the government. Companies are considered to have political ties when at least 
one of the investors or company leaders is part of parliament, a minister, or someone close to a 
political leader. Political relations can also be seen through direct ownership by company directors 
(Pranoto & Widagdo, 2016). Political relations can be established when company leaders or the 
board of directors are successfully appointed to take on other positions in both the central and 
regional governments. A government position will usually provide easy access to information, 
influence, or legitimacy (Xu et al., 2022). Political relations are one of the important factors in 
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creating close relations between the state (government) and companies. Also, companies are 
more open to working with the government because it offers many advantages, one of which is 
the simplicity of attracting foreign investment (Khaksar et al., 2021). In addition, political ties can 
also help companies enter high-barrier industries, obtain more government subsidies, diversify 
resources, ease financing constraints, increase contract approval, and avoid illegal penalties 
(Chen, 2020). Political relations in relation to agency theory arise as a result of conflict between 
the investor (principal) and the management of the company (agent). In order to increase the 
chances of pursuing personal gain, shareholders will continue to build political relationships (Hu 
et al., 2020). Unfortunately, this is a concern for management about the negative image that may 
arise. The shareholders’ efforts to build political relationships are evidence of the application of 
positive accounting theory about political cost hypothesis. Political costs become a corporate 
burden that arises along with the many political ties that are entangled. 

Research conducted by Chen (2020) stated that in terms of ownership, there is an unwritten 
connection between businesses and the government, particularly for private businesses that need 
to actively seek out and build political relationships. Chen (2020) then concludes that there is 
a negative influence between political relations and tax risk, meaning that the more political 
relations that exist between companies and government authorities, the lower the possibility of tax 
risk arising due to the various facilities provided by government authorities. Research conducted 
by Chen (2020) then supported by research Putra and Suhardianto (2020) and Tsai (2021) which 
has proven a negative relationship between political relations and tax avoidance, where the higher 
the practice of tax avoidance that occurs, the higher the tax risk that will be faced in the future 
(Choi & Park, 2022).

H1 : Political Relations have a negative effect on Tax Risk.

A measure of a company’s performance (firm performance) based on how well it manages 
and distributes its resources is called sustainability performance. The concept of a company’s 
performance today encompasses more than just financial performance; it also takes into 
consideration social and environmental factors (Minciullo et al., 2022). Adopting a triple bottom 
line approach, sustainability performance can be assessed by managing profit, people, and the 
planet in combination. This approach tackles the idea of sustainable performance. If the profit 
indicator is used to measure a company’s capacity to use its resources efficiently to generate 
profits, then a company’s capacity to employ management techniques to create value by fostering 
stakeholder loyalty and trust is gauged by the people indicator, while the planet indicator is 
used to measure the company’s impact on natural ecosystems and avoid environmental risks as 
much as possible (Kouaib et al., 2021). Sustainability performance in relation to agency theory 
has become one of the key indicators for minimizing the occurrence of agency conflicts within 
the company. The better the company’s sustainability performance, the lower the information 
asymmetry between principals and agents (Khaled et al., 2021). Also, the company’s positive 
image will increase and stakeholder expectations will be met as the sustainability performance 
of the company increases. This proves the theory of legitimacy, which states that a company is 
assessed not only from the financial element but also from the non-financial element. 

The majority of research is used to evaluate a company’s efficacy primarily in terms of its 
financial success, but these days, evaluations must take into account all aspects of a company’s 
performance, including non-financial aspects like sustainability performance (Minciullo et al., 
2022). Companies with good sustainability performance are considered capable of controlling 
business profits (profit) and have a higher tendency to spend these resources to “do good by 
doing good” both for the community (people) and for the environment (planet) around them. 
It is considered able to improve the company’s performance as a whole (Lin et al., 2019). 
However, there is no previous research that explains the direct relationship between sustainability 
performance and tax risk. Lin et al. (2019) and Melinda and Syafruddin (2021) stated in their 
research that one of the company’s performance indicators, namely earning performance, can 
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be a factor strengthening the relationship between Corporate Social Responsibility (CSR) and 
tax risk, so that it is suspected that the better the sustainability performance carried out by the 
company will have an impact on reducing the possibility of tax risks that may be suffered in the 
future. If earnings performance is proven to be able to strengthen the effect of CSR on tax risk, 
then it is suspected that sustainability performance, which measures company performance in a 
more complex manner, will also be able to reduce the possibility of corporate tax risk in the future.

H2 : Sustainability Performance has a negative effect on Tax Risk.

The quality of internal information is simply defined as the good or bad level of internal 
information contained within the company and used by all components within it, from the lower 
level management to the upper level, related to its operational activities (Annisa et al., 2020a). 
Companies with high quality internal information are considered to have access to accurate, 
relevant, and timely information (McGuire et al., 2018). When associated with tax risk, high-
quality internal information is considered capable of facilitating corporate tax planning to be more 
effective through accounting and non-accounting information that underlies many decisions and 
day-to-day operational management. Without good information, opportunities and coordination 
of tax planning will be very difficult, which will have an impact on high tax risk due to an overly 
aggressive strategy (Vincken, 2017). Internal information quality in relation to agency theory 
plays a role like sustainability performance, that is able to control information asymmetry caused 
by conflict between principals and agents. Through quality internal information, the likelihood 
of having more or better information in the company will be reduced. Information can be said to 
be of high quality if it is presented in a complete, relevant, reliable, timely, easy-to-understand, 
and verifiable way. Internal information, which includes all company information as a basis for 
decision-making, must be of high quality so it dosen’t harm the company. The quality of internal 
information will be assessed through its usefulness, accuracy, and reliability (Annisa et al., 2020a). 
Reliable, practical, and easily available information gathered and used within the organization 
can be presented with high-quality internal information. Because a tax avoidance plan is based 
on pertinent information and aims to minimize risks related to taxes, a higher quality of internal 
information is linked to tax avoidance (McGuire et al., 2018). 

A study by Vincken (2017) shows that there is a negative relationship between the quality of 
internal information and tax risk, meaning that a higher quality of internal company information 
will be able to reduce the possibility of corporate tax risk in the future. A Study by Vincken (2017) 
support research Gallemore and Labro (2014) that has previously proven that a higher quality 
of internal information will result in a lower effective tax rate (ETR). ETR is used to measure 
the level of tax avoidance of a company; a low ETR will also provide a low tax risk (Choi & Park, 
2022).

H3 : Internal Information Quality has a negative effect on Tax Risk.

Corporate governance describes a system of professionalism in managing a company. The 
corporate governance system becomes the rules that create trust between owners and management. 
In general, there are five principles of corporate governance that must be implemented by 
companies. The National Committee on Governance Policy (KNKG) states that these include 
fairness, equality, independence, transparency, accountability, and responsibility (Kelvianto & 
Ronny, 2018). Good corporate governance mechanisms can limit managers’ discretion in pursuing 
their interests (Minciullo et al., 2022). The corporate governance mechanism also regulates the 
implementation of what must be done so that the company can continue to grow, while still 
complying with government regulations (Pranoto & Widagdo, 2016), and also mitigate increased 
corporate risk due to tax evasion compared to relatively weak corporate governance (Choi & 
Park, 2022). Corporate governance in relation to agency theory serves as a factor that will be able 
to control the agency costs in the company (Khaled et al., 2021). Moreover, just as sustainability 
performance is able to build a positive corporate image in the eyes of stakeholders, good corporate 
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governance will also have the same effect on the company. The application of good management 
mechanisms can improve company performance for all stakeholders because it plays a role in 
reducing conflicts of interest between managers (agents) and stakeholders (principals) (Minciullo 
et al., 2022). 

Research that examines the direct relationship between corporate governance and tax risk 
is very rare. One of the previous studies only placed corporate governance as a strengthening 
or weakening factor in the relationship between variables. Choi and Park (2022) prove in their 
research that corporate governance is able to strengthen the relationship between tax avoidance 
and tax risk. On this basis, it is suspected that corporate governance will also be able to minimize 
corporate tax risk through management practices that have a positive impact on the company. 
This is also supported through research by Praditasari and Setiawan (2017) and Salhi et al. (2019) 
which has previously proven the negative effect of corporate governance on tax avoidance, which 
also has a relationship that is directly proportional to the level of corporate tax risk (Choi & Park, 
2022).

H4 : Corporate Governance has a negative effect on Tax Risk.

Strong corporate governance is proven to be able to mitigate increased risks due to tax 
evasion compared to relatively weak corporate governance. The results of research conducted by 
Choi and Park (2022) provide an assumption that corporate governance will have an important 
role in mitigating corporate tax risk in the future. Associating political relations with agency 
theory, corporate governance will be able to control the conflict between the investor (principal) 
and the management (agent) as a result of the attempt to establish a political relationship continued 
by the shareholders, which then becomes a concern for management. Also, the shareholders’ 
efforts to build political relationships are evidence of the application of positive accounting theory 
about political cost hypothesis. If corporate governance is able to increase manager oversight and 
control and reduce the impact of tax evasion, then it is suspected that corporate governance will 
also be able to influence the political relations established by companies in an effort to minimize 
possible losses due to taxes in the future.

H5 : Corporate Governance Strengthens the Negative Effect of Political Relations on Tax Risk.

Research conducted by Choi and Park (2022) has proven that corporate governance is able 
to control the increased risk due to tax evasion. In relation to agency theory, corporate governance 
and sustainability performance are both factors that can control agency conflict. Agency costs that 
arise as a result of these conflicts can actually be minimized through good corporate governance 
practices and company performance that is not only reflected in profit performance but also cares 
for the environment and society (Sustainability Performance). In addition, stakeholder theory 
also makes corporate governance and sustainability performance factors that will maintain a 
company’s positive reputation in order to meet stakeholder expectations (Khaled et al., 2021). 
If corporate governance is proven to be able to reduce the impact of tax avoidance, then it is 
suspected that corporate governance will also be able to influence the company’s sustainability 
performance in mitigating tax risk in the future.

H6 : Corporate Governance Strengthens the Negative Effect of Sustainability Performance on 
Tax Risk.

Corporate governance is stated to be able to strengthen the relationship that occurs in tax 
avoidance practices with tax risk in research by Choi and Park (2022). Good corporate governance 
practices are sourced from relevant information and can certainly be used as a basis for decision 
making. Associating the quality of internal information with agency theory, the information 
asymmetry resulting from conflict between the principle and the agent can be controlled as the 
company’s internal information becomes more valuable. Also, the quality of internal information 
becomes important when a company is faced with several choices, both in determining the best 
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governance practices and the best tax strategy for the company. If corporate governance is proven 
to be able to minimize the effect of tax avoidance on tax risk, then it is suspected that corporate 
governance will also be able to strengthen the quality of internal information as the initial 
foundation for creating any corporate tax policy and will ultimately reduce tax risk in the future.

H7 : Corporate Governance Strengthens the Negative Effect of Internal Information Quality 
on Tax Risk.

Besides, this research also uses two controlling variables to control the relationship between 
variables in order to obtain a complete and better empirical model : company size and related 
parties. Company size reflects the size of the company as seen from the number of business 
activities, financial transactions, and the extent of the complexity of the company (Nurwulandari, 
2021). The second one is related parties, which have a slightly different definition but have the 
same meaning when viewed from an accounting and tax perspective. Accounting regulates related 
parties in Statement of Financial Accounting Standards (PSAK) Number 7 concerning Related 
Parties. From the viewpoint of taxation, special relations are governed by Law Number 7 of 1983 
about Income Tax, which has undergone multiple amendments. The most recent amendment 
was made by Law Number 7 of 2021 concerning Harmonization of Tax Regulations, specifically 
Article 18 paragraph (4). Both PSAK and the Income Tax Law require that all transactions carried 
out by companies with affiliated parties or parties with special relationships must be disclosed in 
the company’s financial statements according to the principles of fairness and customary business 
(arm’s length principle).

METHODS
The unit of analysis in this research is an organization, defined as a corporate entity, and 

the data are quantitative from secondary data sources on the Indonesia Stock Exchange (https://
idx.co.id) for the years 2017–2021. Purposive sampling was used to collect samples from each 
of the manufacturing companies on the list in order to create the most representative sample 
possible based on six criteria, such as a) Not in the development and acceleration category; b) 
Publish audited financial statements and/or annual reports during 2017–2021; c) Present financial 
statements in Rupiah currency; d) Never lost during 2017–2021; e)Publishing sustainability 
reports in their own reports or as part of annual reports.

Starting with the model selection test, the data feasibility test (classical assumption test) 
comprising the multicollinearity, autocorrelation, heteroscedasticity, and normality tests, as well 
as hypothesis testing comprising the coefficient of determination test (R2), the simultaneous 
significance test (F statistical test), and the significance test of each parameter (t statistical test), 
those samples were examined using panel data moderation regression analysis. Table 1 shows the 
definition and operationalization of the variables in this research.
Table 1. Operational Variable

Variable Definition Formula
Dependent
Tax Risk The uncertainty of 

future corporate tax 
payments 
(Chen, 2020). 

 

(Arfiansyah, 2020; Choi & Park, 2022)

ETR is used to determine tax avoidance. The use of the deviation 
standard is intended to measure the distance of the data spread, 
in this case, the tax risk, from the average of the corporate 
tax avoidance. If the standard deviation value is smaller, it 
means that the risk of tax is closer to the average, referring to 
the smaller corporate tax avoidance action, and vice versa.

TR = … . . … … . … . . … … . . . . . . . . (1)



140 Jurnal Dinamika Akuntansi
Vol. 16, No. 2, 2024, pp. 133-149

Variable Definition Formula
Independent
Political 
Relations

Political ties can 
help firms enter 
high-barrier 
industries, obtain 
more government 
subsidies and 
diversify resources, 
ease financing 
constraints, increase 
contract approval, 
and avoid illegal 
penalties 
(Chen, 2020).  

PRit = D/TLit + NGB/BSit + GSH/TSHit + SIZEit + IINEit + LEVit + 
FORINit + EMPLOYit.....................................................................(2)

(Khaksar et al., 2021)
D/TL          : long term debt / total liabilities
NGB/BS    : board members government affiliation / total board
GSH/TSH : governmental shareholders / total shareholders
Dummy variable (1 if the value is above the median, and 0 if it is 
below)
SIZE         : logarithm of total assets
IINE         : institutional ownership 
 the number of shares to state-owned / total shares
Lev           : total liabilities / total assets 
FORIN    : Export, dummy (1 : if export 
and 0 otherwise)
EMPLOY : the number of employees

Sustainability 
Performance

used to evaluate 
how well a business 
can allocate and 
manage its resources 
(Minciullo et al., 
2022). 

(A. A. Zaid et al., 2019; Haniffa & T.E., 2005) in (Tjahjadi et al., 
2021)

SP : Sustainability Performance
Xij : CSDI (GRI-G4) items disclosed 
nj : Total CSDI items (≤ 91)

Internal 
Information 
Quality

The level of good 
or bad internal 
information 
contained within 
the company 
(Annisa et al., 
2020a), measured 
using proxy the 
Speed   of Earning 
Announcement. 

IIQ = Number of AR Publication on IDX/365.............................(4)

AR         : Annual Report
(Annisa et al., 2020b; McGuire et al., 2018; Vincken, 2017)

Moderation
Corporate 
Governance

A set of rules 
governing the 
relationship 
between 
stakeholders 
according to rights 
and obligations 
(Laksono & 
Kusumaningtias, 
2021) 

CG = f (BC, M, AC, I)....................................................................(5)

Each indicator is calculated based on the following assessment 
criteria and weights in Table 2.
(Wulandari & Wahidahwati, 2022) based on research by 
(Klapper & Love, 2003)
BC : Board of Commissioners
M : Management
AC : Audit Committee
I : Investor

Controlling
Size The size of the 

company
 SZ = Ln (Total Asset).....................................................................(6)

(Yulia et al., 2019)

SP =
⅀X ij

nj
… . . … … . … . . … … . . . . … … . … . . … . . … … . … … . . … … . . . . . (3)
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Table 2. Corporate Governance Measurement Indicators
Indicator Assessment criteria Weight

Board of Commissioners - Size of the Board of Commissioners
- Independent Commissioner
- Ownership Percentage

Public Accounting Office

45%

Management - Size of the Board of Directors
- Ownership Percentage

Affiliate Relations

20%

Audit Committee - Audit Committee Size
- Independent Audit Committee

Areas of expertise

20%

Investors Institutional Ownership 15%
 Source: (Wulandari & Wahidahwati, 2022)

Table 3. Sample Observation Results
Sample Observation Total

Manufacturing companies listed on the IDX 2017-2021
- Basic Materials (96)
- Industrials (56)
- Consumer Non Cyclical (113)
- Consumer Cyclicals (140)
- Healthcare (28)

433

Minus : The company is in the development category (240)
Less : The company is in the acceleration category (14)
Minus : The company does not issue financial reports and/or an annual report for 2017-2021 (44)
Minus : Financial statements are not presented in Rupiah (15)
Minus : The company had losses during 2017-2021 (63)
Minus : The company does not disclose sustainability aspects in its Sustainability Report 
or Annual Report (16)

The number of companies included in the research sample 41

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
This research is used to examine whether or not the influence of political relations, 

sustainability performance, and internal information quality on tax risk is moderated by corporate 
governance in manufacturing companies listed on the Indonesia Stock Exchange (IDX) for the 
2017-2021 period. The Indonesia Stock Exchange (IDX) has officially implemented the IDX 
Industrial Classification (IDX-IC) industry classification in January 2021 to replace the Jakarta 
Stock Industrial Classification (Jasica) industry classification, which has been implemented since 
1996. There are 4 manufacturing company sectors based on the IDX-IC classification : industrials, 
primary consumer goods (consumer non-cyclicals), non-primary consumer goods (consumer 
cyclicals), and health (healthcare). Based on this classification, the observation results are shown 
in Table 3.

Variable Definition Formula
Related 
Parties

People or entities 
that are interrelated 
with certain entities

RP = Total Receivables from Related Parties/ Total Receivable..(7)

(Marundha et al., 2021)

Source: Data Processed (2023)
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Table 4. Model Selection Test
Test Results Prob. Conclusion Test

Chow test Chi-square cross-sections 0.0000 Ha accepted Chow test
Hausman test Cross-section Random 0.1430 Ha rejected Hausman test
LM test Breusch-Pagan 0.0074 Ha accepted LM test

Source: Data processed Eviews 9 (2023)

Model Selection Test
The Chow test, Hausman test, and Lagrange multiplier (LM) test are the three phases of the 

model selection test. To select the best model among the fixed effect, random effect, and common 
effect models, this test is required. The results of the model selection test are shown in Table 4.

Table 5. Hypothesis Testing

Variable Direction Coefficient Prob. Prob
One Tailed Conclusion

C 12.87276 0.0009
PR (-) 0.0000176 0.1925 0.09625 H1 rejected
SP (-) -4.623224 0.0000 0.0000 H2 accepted
IIQ (-) 2.174078 0.4100 0.2050 H3 rejected
CG (-) -6.390306 0.0003 0.00015 H4 accepted
SZ -1.214916 0.0331
RP 0.278536 0.3180

PR_CG (-) -0.0000334 0.0511 0.02555 H5 rejected
SP_CG (-) 9.126965 0.0000 0.0000 H6 rejected
IIQ_CG (-) -5.082356 0.4119 0.20595 H7 rejected

Goodness of Fit Test
Adj R2 0.525836
Prob 

F-statistics
0.000001

 Source: Data processed Eviews 9 (2023)

Based on the results, the selected model is a random effect (REM). However, the results 
using REM model cannot generate values and instead raise a warning. In order to estimate the RE 
innovation variance, REM estimation requires a number of cross sections larger than the number 
of coefficients between estimators. Gujarati and Porter (2009) explain that if T (amount of time-
series data) is large and N (amount of cross-sectional data) is small, there may be a slight difference 
in the parameter values estimated by FEM and REM. Based on computational convenience, in 
this condition FEM is the best option.

Table 5 shows the hypothesis testing result of this study. The F test resulted in 0.000001, 
suggesting that the research model is feasible and that at least one independent variable influences 
the dependent variable. With an adjusted R-Square (R2) value of 0.525836, the independent 
variable’s capacity to explain the dependent variable’s behavior is 52.58%. Equation (8) shows the 
first model of this study.

Sample Observation Total
Observation Year 5
Number of Observation Samples 205

Source: Data processed Eviews 9 (2023)
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The Negative Effect of Political Relations on Tax Risk
The coefficient of the political relations variable is 0.0000176, meaning that if political 

relations increase by 1 unit, then the average tax risk will increase by 0.0000176 units. Next, it 
is known that the significance or probability value is 0.1925:2, or 0.09625 > 0.05 (alpha 5%). 
Based on statistical analysis, it may be inferred that there is no significant relationship between 
political relations and tax risk at a 95% confidence level, so H1 is rejected. The results of the 
study provide evidence that political relations have no effect on corporate tax risk, meaning that 
a small or large number of political relations forged by a company will not affect the possible 
losses that the company will experience due to tax risk in the future. These results are not in line 
with research conducted by Chen (2020), Putra and Suhardianto (2020), and Tsai (2021), which 
states that political relations directly and indirectly have a negative effect on corporate tax risk. 
Research results that are not in line are thought to have occurred because the data on political 
relations variables used different measurements from previous studies. On the other hand, the 
results of this research also provide a new view that, in manufacturing sector companies listed on 
the Indonesia Stock Exchange (IDX), political relations are not the cause of low tax risk. It can 
also be said that the many political relations that are forged by the company will not be able to 
reduce the possibility of the company’s losses due to taxes in the future.

Linking political relations with agency theory, conflicts between investors (principals) and 
company management (agents) will arise when shareholders continue to try to build political 
relations in order to increase opportunities to pursue personal gain (Hu et al., 2020), and this 
is actually a concern for management about the negative image that might arise. Efforts by 
shareholders to build political relations are evidence of the application of positive accounting 
theory in relation to the political cost hypothesis. Political costs will then become a burden on 
companies because of the many political relationships that are intertwined. However, based on 
the results of this research, the high political costs incurred will not be able to reduce corporate 
tax risk.

Negative Effect of Sustainability Performance on Tax Risk
The coefficient of the political relations variable is -4.623224, meaning that if sustainability 

performance increases by 1 unit, the average tax risk will decrease by 4.623224 units. The 
significance or probability value is therefore determined to be 0.0000: 2, or 0.0000 < 0.05 (alpha 
5%). H2 is acceptable because statistical analysis indicates that there is a negative relationship 
between tax risk and sustainability performance at the 95% confidence level. The research results 
prove that sustainability performance has a negative influence on tax risk, meaning that the better 
the sustainability performance of the company, the lower the possibility of losses that will be 
experienced by the company due to tax risk. The results of this research complement previous 
research by Lin et al. (2019) and Melinda and Syafruddin (2021), which only examines the 
moderating effect of the company’s financial performance on the relationship between Corporate 
Social Responsibility (CSR) and tax risk. The results of this research also prove that sustainability 
performance, which measures company performance in a more complex manner, in addition to 
being able to provide a positive image for the company, is also able to reduce the possibility of 
corporate tax risk in the future.

Linking sustainability performance with agency theory is proven to minimize the 
occurrence of agency conflicts within the company. Research proves that the better the company’s 
sustainability performance, the lower the information asymmetry that occurs between principals 
and agents (Khaled et al., 2021). Low information asymmetry will make management decisions, 
in this case, tax planning decisions, more relevant and help avoid mistakes that impact future 
risks. This research also proves that sustainability performance through legitimacy theory, which 

𝑇𝑅𝑖𝑡 = 12.87276 + 0.0000176 𝑃𝑅𝑖𝑡 - 4.623224 𝑆𝑃𝑖𝑡 + 2.174078 𝐼𝐼𝑄𝑖𝑡 - 6.390306 𝐶𝐺𝑖𝑡 - 0.0000334 𝑃𝑅𝑖𝑡* 𝐶𝐺𝑖𝑡
+ 9.126965 𝑆𝑃𝑖𝑡  * 𝐶𝐺𝑖𝑡 - 5.082356 𝐼𝐼𝑄𝑖𝑡  * 𝐶𝐺𝑖𝑡 -1.214916 𝑆𝑍𝑖𝑡 + 0.278536 𝑅𝑃𝑖𝑡 + e… . . … … . … … . . . . (8)
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assesses companies from financial and non-financial elements, is able to become a shield that will 
protect companies from choosing the wrong tax policies. Tax policies that include environmental 
and societal aspects, apart from the financial aspect, have been proven to be able to reduce possible 
tax losses while at the same time fulfilling the expectations of stakeholders who want companies 
to always provide maximum performance and continue to operate in a sustainable manner.

Negative Influence of Internal Information Quality on Tax Risk
The coefficient of the internal information quality variable is 2.174078, meaning that if the 

quality of internal information increases by 1 unit, the average tax risk will increase by 2.174078 
units. Subsequently, the probability or significance value is determined to be 0.4100: 2, or 0.2050 
> 0.05 (alpha 5%). Based on statistical analysis, it can be stated that there is no significant 
relationship between tax risk and the quality of internal information at a 95% confidence level. 
Therefore, H3 is rejected. The results of the study prove that the quality of internal information as 
measured by the speed at which earnings are announced has no effect on tax risk, meaning that 
whether a company announces profits quickly or not has no impact on the possible losses that 
will be experienced due to tax risk in the future. The results of this research are not in line with 
Gallemore and Labro (2014) and Vincken (2017), which have previously proven that a higher 
quality of internal information will result in a lower effective tax rate (ETR) and lower tax risk. 
Inconsistent results are thought to have occurred because the average company in the sample 
announced profits before the tax reporting deadline for that year ended, as well as because of 
tax regulations in Indonesia that allow companies to extend the period for submitting Annual 
Income Tax Returns, which was originally 4 (four) months after the tax year ends, for a maximum 
of 6 (six) months by submitting notification in writing or by other means to the Director General 
of Taxes (Article 3 paragraph (4) of the Law on General Provisions and Tax Procedures). In 
addition, measuring quality using the speed of submission or publication of financial reports 
to the Indonesia Stock Exchange is considered to not reflect the quality of the contents of the 
financial statements themselves.

Linking the quality of internal information with agency theory, then actually information 
asymmetry due to conflicts between principals and agents can be controlled along with the 
quality of internal company information. Through quality internal information, the possibility 
that there are parties who have more or better information within the company will decrease. 
However, the results of this research provide evidence that the quality of internal information 
that assists management in making decisions, in this case, related to corporate tax planning, is 
not able to reduce the possibility of future tax losses. This shows that it is not enough to involve 
only internal information in decision-making, other relevant information is needed and is also 
taken into consideration by the company, such as changes in tax regulations and conditions in the 
industry of similar companies.

Negative Effect of Corporate Governance on Tax Risks
The average tax risk will drop by 6.390306 units if corporate governance increases by 

one unit, according to the corporate governance variable’s coefficient of -6.390306. Next, it is 
recognized that the significance or probability value is 0.0003:2, or 0.00015 < 0.05 (alpha 5%). 
Based on statistical analysis, it can be inferred that there is a negative correlation between tax 
risk and corporate governance at a 95% confidence level. Therefore, H4 is accepted. Corporate 
governance in this research is quasi-moderation in nature, before the moderating effect is tested, it 
is necessary to know whether corporate governance can directly influence tax risk and the results 
prove to be influential. The results of the study prove that corporate governance has a negative 
influence on tax risk, meaning that the better the corporate governance mechanism implemented 
by the company, the lower the possibility of losses due to tax risk. Good corporate governance 
also reflects the company’s compliance with its tax obligations, which has an impact on low tax 
risk. The results of the research are in line with the research conducted by Choi and Park (2022), 
which has previously proven that corporate governance can strengthen the relationship between 
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tax avoidance and tax risk. The results of the research also complement the research of Praditasari 
and Setiawan (2017) and Salhi et al. (2019), which has proven that corporate governance has a 
negative effect on tax avoidance, which results in corporate tax risk in the future.

Linking corporate governance with agency theory, then its ability to control agency costs 
has been proven. Agency costs that will continue to arise along with conflicts of interest between 
principals and agents can actually be minimized through good corporate governance practices 
(Khaled et al., 2021). The better the company runs its corporate governance mechanism, the better 
the decision-making mechanism by management will be, especially with regard to corporate 
tax planning. Proper corporate tax planning will be able to provide a low tax risk, so that the 
possibility of future losses will be even smaller. At the same time, it is able to show stakeholders 
that the company has been managed with reliable management, and as a result, the positive image 
of the company is increasing.

Corporate Governance is Unable to Reinforce The Negative Effect of Political Relations on Tax Risk
Based on the test results, it is known that the probability or significance value of the 

moderating effect on political relations and corporate governance (PR_CG) is 0.0511 : 2, namely 
0.02555 < 0.5 (alpha 5%), and Ha is accepted. Meanwhile, the probability or significance value 
of the direct influence (main effect) of political relations and corporate governance is equal to 
0.09625+0.00015 > 0.05 (alpha 5%), which Ha rejected. The research results prove that corporate 
governance is unable to strengthen the negative influence of political relations on tax risk 
because political relations have no direct effect on tax risk. However, the results of the interaction 
between corporate governance and political relations have been shown to have a negative effect 
on tax risk. Political relations, which previously had no influence on tax risk, actually became 
negatively influential after being interacted with corporate governance. These results indicate that 
the company’s efforts to establish political relations need to be accompanied by the application 
of good corporate governance mechanisms so as not to give a negative image but to provide 
convenience and access to information from the government for companies.

Linking political relations with agency theory, then corporate governance has become an 
amplifier that is able to control conflicts between investors (principals) and company management 
(agents) as a result of efforts to establish political relations that continue to be carried out by 
shareholders (Hu et al., 2020), which then becomes a concern for management about the negative 
image that might arise. Through the mechanism of good corporate governance, management will 
be able to see the other side of political relations that provide benefits to companies in determining 
tax planning schemes. In addition, the high political cost based on the political cost hypothesis in 
positive accounting theory will also be able to reduce corporate tax risk.

Corporate Governance is Unable to Reinforce The Negative Effect of Sustainability Performance 
on Tax Risk

Based on the test results, it is known that the probability value or significance of the 
moderating effect of the sustainability and corporate governance performance (SR_CG) is 0.000 
: 2 ie 0.0000 < 0.5 (alpha 5%), and Ha is accepted. The same thing happened tothe value of the 
probability or significance of the direct effect (main effect) of sustainability performance and 
corporate governance, namely 0.0000+0.00015< 0.05 (alpha 5%), Ha accepted. Then, the coefficient 
of the moderating effect SR_CG is 9.126965 > - 4.623224 - 6.390306 for the main effect coefficient 
of sustainability performance and corporate governance. According to Baron and Kenny (1986) 
if the moderating effect and the main effect are both significant, and the significance level of 
the β moderating effect is greater than the β main effect, then a partially moderating condition 
will be achieved. Statistically, it can be concluded that at the 95% confidence level, corporate 
governance is unable to strengthen the negative effect of sustainability performance on tax risk, 
so H6 is rejected.

Not in line with research by Choi and Park (2022), the research results actually prove that 
corporate governance actually weakens the negative effect of sustainability performance on tax 
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risk. These results provide a new view that corporate governance should be able to strengthen 
the negative influence of the relationship between sustainability performance and tax risk, this 
research actually gives the opposite result, namely weakening the negative effect of the relationship 
between sustainability performance and tax risk. The influence of corporate governance, which 
weakens the negative effect of sustainability performance on tax risk, can be caused by measuring 
corporate governance, which in this research only uses secondary data from the proportion of 
the board of commissioners, audit committee, management, and shareholders, so that it does not 
reflect the conditions of true corporate governance.

Corporate Governance is Unable to Reinforce The Negative Influence of Internal Information 
Quality on Tax Risk

Based on the test results, it is known that the probability value or significance of the 
moderating effect on the quality of internal information and corporate governance (IIQ_CG) is 
0.4119 : 2, namely 0.20595 > 0.5 (alpha 5%), and Ha is rejected. Then, the coefficient of IIQ_CG 
moderating effects is -5.082356 < 2.174078 - 6.390306 for the main effect coefficient of internal 
information quality and corporate governance. According to Baron and Kenny (1986), if the level 
of significance of the β moderating effect is smaller than the β main effect and the moderating 
effect is not significant, this indicates that both variables (predictor and moderator) both act as 
direct predictors of the dependent variable, namely tax risk, so that there is not a moderating 
relationship. Based on statistical analysis, it can be established that corporate governance cannot 
mitigate the adverse impact of internal information quality on tax risk at a 95% confidence level. 
Therefore, H7 is rejected. These results demonstrate that company governance is powerless to 
counteract the detrimental effect that internal data quality has on tax risk. Each variable acts 
equally as a direct predictor of the tax risk variable (main effect), so no moderating relationship 
is found. In other words, although corporate governance is able to have a direct negative effect 
on tax risk, it is not able to strengthen the effect of the quality of internal information on tax 
risk. This research is not in line with research Choi and Park (2022) research and at the same 
time provides a new perspective where the allegation that corporate governance will be able to 
strengthen the quality of internal information as the initial foundation for the creation of any 
corporate tax policy and will ultimately reduce corporate tax risk cannot be proven.

Linking the quality of internal information with agency theory, the results of this research 
provide evidence that the quality of internal information that assists management in making 
decisions, in this case related to corporate tax planning, is unable to reduce the possibility of 
future tax losses even if it is accompanied by good governance mechanisms. It also shows that 
quality internal information is not enough to assist companies in making decisions, other relevant 
information is needed and is also taken into consideration by companies to determine the best tax 
planning in order to minimize tax risk in the future.

CONCLUSIONS
Based on the results of the analysis, it can be concluded that political relations have no effect 

on tax risk, which means the high political costs incurred will not be able to reduce corporate tax 
risk. Sustainability performance has a negative effect on tax risk, so the tax policies that include 
environmental and societal aspects, apart from the financial aspect, will be able to reduce possible 
tax losses. The quality of internal information has no effect on tax risk, means that the quality of 
internal information that assists management in making decisions (tax planning) is not able to 
reduce the possibility of future tax losses. Corporate governance has a negative effect on tax risk, 
according to proper corporate tax planning, the corporate governance mechanism will be able to 
provide a low tax risk. As a moderating variable, corporate governance is unable to strengthen the 
negative effects of political relations, sustainability performance, and internal information quality 
on tax risk.

Since this research has demonstrated that both of these factors can lower corporate tax risk, 
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regulators should utilize it as the foundation for developing tax policies that support business 
efforts to demonstrate sustainable performance and sound corporate governance. Through this 
research, it is hoped that the companies can assist company management in making decisions 
related to tax planning so as not to cause high tax risks in the future. Good corporate governance 
standards and the disclosure of sustainability performance are also important for businesses to 
focus on, as they have been shown to lower the risk of corporation taxation. Also for academics, 
this research is expected to be able to provide an overview for future researchers so that they can 
develop research involving data and company information from sectors other than manufacturing, 
adding other independent variables that are thought to have an effect on tax risk so that the 
coefficient of determination can be higher than this research which only reached 52.58%, such as 
transfer pricing variables that are often used by companies to avoid taxes. Future researchers can 
improve the measurement for political relations using the expenditures of political costs directly 
or indirectly issued by companies, the quality of internal information using biased forecast 
analysts that can compare predictions of profit per share expected by management with real profit 
per stock, and also change the corporate governance variable because it has proven unable to play 
a moderating role.

REFERENCES
A. A. Zaid, M., Wang, M., Adib, M., Sahyouni, A., & T. F. Abuhijleh, S. (2019). Boardroom nationality 

and gender diversity: implications for corporate sustainability performance. Journal of Cleaner 
Production, 251(119652). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.119652. 

Annisa, Sari, R. N., & Ratnawati, V. (2020). The effect of foreign stock ownership , quality of internal 
information , and ceo publicity on tax avoidance. International Journal of Economics, Business and 
Applications, 4(2), 31–44. https://doi.org/10.31258/ijeba.4.2.31-44. 

Arfiansyah, Z. (2020). Pengaruh penghindaran pajak dan risiko pajak terhadap nilai perusahaan dengan 
komisaris independen sebagai pemoderasi. Jurnal Pajak Indonesia (Indonesian Tax Review), 4(2), 
67–76. https://doi.org/10.31092/jpi.v4i2.1436.

Baron, R. M., & Kenny, D. A. (1986). The moderator-mediator variable distinction in social psychological 
research: conceptual, strategic, and statistical considerations. Journal of Personality and Social 
Psychology, 51(6), 1173–1182. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.51.6.1173. 

Chen, W. (2020). Tax risks control and sustainable development: evidence from china. Meditari Accountancy 
Research, 29(6), 1381–1400. https://doi.org/10.1108/MEDAR-05-2020-0884. 

Choi, J., & Park, H. (2022). Tax avoidance, tax risk, and corporate governance: evidence from korea. 
Sustainability (Switzerland), 14(1). https://doi.org/10.3390/su14010469.

Deloitte Development LLC. (2004). Risk angles five questions on the impact of tax Risk.https://www2.
deloitte.com/content/dam/Deloitte/au/Documents/risk/deloitte-au-risk-risk-angles-impact-tax-
risk-250215.pdf (accessed 11 May 2022).

Dewi, A. P. S., & Ardiyanto, M. D. (2020). Pengaruh penghindaran pajak dan risiko pajak terhadap biaya 
utang. Diponegoro Journal of Accounting, 9(3), 1–9.

Directorate General of Taxes of the Republic of Indonesia. (2022a). Tax Dispute Resolution.https://www.
pajak.go.id/id/penyelesaian-sengketa-pajak (accessed October 21, 2022)

Directorate General of Taxes of the Republic of Indonesia. (2022b). DGT Performance Report 2021.https://
pajak.go.id/id/report-kinerja-djp-tahun-2021(accessed October 28, 2022)

Gallemore, J., & Labro, E. (2014). The importance of the internal information environment for tax avoidance. 
Journal of Accounting and Economics, 60(1), 149–167. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jacceco.2014.09.005. 

Gujarati, D. N., & Porter, D. C. (2009). Basic econometrics fifth edition. In Mc Graw-Hill.
Haniffa, R., & T.E., C. (2005). Impact of culture and governance structure on corporate social 

reporting. Journal of Accounting and Public Policy, 24(5), 391–430. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
jaccpubpol.2005.06.001. 

Hasanah, L. A., & Puspitasari, E. (2022). Dampak Risiko Pajak Dan Good Corporate Governance Terhadap 
Biaya Modal Pada Perusahaan Manufaktur. 5(1), 837–861.

Hery. (2017). Teori Akuntansi Pendekatan Konsep dan Analisis. Gramedia Widiasarana Indonesia.
Hu, Y., Wang, C., Xiao, G., & Zeng, J. (2020). The agency cost of political connections: evidence from china’s 

file 18. Pacific Basin Finance Journal, 64(August). https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pacfin.2020.101426. 



148 Jurnal Dinamika Akuntansi
Vol. 16, No. 2, 2024, pp. 133-149

Kelvianto, I., & Ronny, H. M. (2018). Implementasi prinsip-prinsip good corporate governance untuk 
keberlanjutan usaha pada perusahaan yang bergerak di bidang manufaktur pengolahan kayu. 
Agora, 6(2), 1–7.

Khaksar, J., Salehi, M., & Lari DashtBayaz, M. (2021). The relationship between political connections, 
auditor characteristics and auditor narcissism. Journal of Facilities Management, 20(4), 521–537. 
https://doi.org/10.1108/JFM-03-2021-0038. 

Khaled, R., Ali, H., & Mohamed, E. K. A. (2021). The sustainable development goals and corporate 
sustainability performance: mapping, extent and determinants. Journal of Cleaner Production, 
311(May), 127599. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2021.127599.

Klapper, L. F., & Love, I. (2003). Corporate governance, investor protection, and performance in 
emerging markets. Journal of Corporate Finance, 10(5), 703–728. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0929-
1199(03)00046-4. 

Kouaib, A., Bouzouitina, A., & Jarboui, A. (2021). Ceo behavior and sustainability performance: 
the moderating role of corporate governance. Property Management, 40(1), 1–16. https://doi.
org/10.1108/PM-01-2021-0009. 

Kovermann, J. H. (2018). Tax avoidance, tax risk and the cost of debt in a bank-dominated economy. 
Managerial Auditing Journal, 33(8–9), 683–699. https://doi.org/10.1108/MAJ-12-2017-1734. 

Laksono, B. S., & Kusumaningtias, R. (2021). Pengaruh good corporate governance terhadap kinerja 
keuangan dan nilai perusahaan sektor aneka industri tahun 2016-2018. Jurnal Akuntansi Unesa, 
9(2), 1–12. https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.26740/akunesa.v9n2.p%25p. 

Lin, X., Liu, M., So, S., & Yuen, D. (2019). Corporate social responsibility, firm performance and tax risk. 
Managerial Auditing Journal, 34(9), 1101–1130. https://doi.org/10.1108/MAJ-04-2018-1868. 

Marundha, A., Fauzi, A., & Pramukty, R. (2020). Pengaruh hubungan istimewa perusahaan terhadap 
penghindaran pajak yang di mediasi oleh tax heaven country (studi empiris pada perusahaan 
manufaktur di bursa efek indonesia 2016-2018). Prosiding Konferensi Nasional Ekonomi Manajemen 
Dan Akuntansi (KNEMA), 1–15.

McGuire, S. T., Rane, S. G., & Weaver, C. D. (2018). Internal information quality and tax-motivated income 
shifting. Journal of the American Taxation Association, 40(2), 25–44. https://doi.org/10.2308/ATAX-
51959. 

Melinda, O. G., & Syafruddin, M. (2021). Pengaruh csr dan kinerja perusahaan terhadap risiko pajak. 
Diponegoro Journal of Accounting, 10(2), 1–12.

Minciullo, M., Zaccone, M. C., & Pedrini, M. (2022). The antecedents of corporate sustainability 
performance: a study on generic and sustainability-related corporate governance mechanisms. 
Sustainability (Switzerland), 14(15). https://doi.org/10.3390/su14159761. 

Ministry of Finance. (2019, July 10).Keputusan Menteri Keuangan Republik Indonesia No. 577/KMK.01/2019 
Tentang Manajemen Risiko di Lingkungan Kementerian Keuangan. https://repository.beacukai.go.id/
peraturan/2019/08/988a95a745c0e23198a68ef6c3c6021b-kmk-577_kmk-01_2019.pdf

Nurwulandari, A. (2021). The influence of company size, company growth, price to book value, investment 
opportunity set, and operating cash flow againts price earnings ratio in food and beverage sub 
sector manufacturing companies listed in bei from 2015 to 2017. Budapest International Research 
and Critics Institute (BIRCI-Journal): Humanities and Social Sciences, 4(2), 1882–1893. https://doi.
org/10.33258/birci.v4i2.1874. 

Praditasari, N. K. A., & Setiawan, P. E. (2017). Pengaruh good corporate governance, ukuran perusahaan , 
leverage dan profitabilitas. E-Jurnal Akuntansi Universitas Udayana, 19(2), 1229–1258.

Pranoto, B. A., & Widagdo, A. K. (2016). Pengaruh koneksi politik dan corporate governance terhadap tax 
agressiveness. Syariah Paper Accounting FEB UMS, 1(3), 472–486.

Putra, Z. K. P., & Suhardianto, N. (2020). The Influence of Political Connection on Tax Avoidance. 22(2), 
82–90. https://doi.org/10.9744/jak.22.2.82-90. 

Raimo, N., Vitolla, F., Marrone, A., & Rubino, M. (2021). Do audit committee attributes influence integrated 
reporting quality? An agency theory viewpoint. Business Strategy and the Environment, 30(1), 522–
534. https://doi.org/10.1002/bse.2635. 

Salhi, B., Riguen, R., Kachouri, M., & Jarboui, A. (2019). The mediating role of corporate social responsibility 
on the relationship between governance and tax avoidance: uk common law versus french civil law. 
Social Responsibility Journal, April. https://doi.org/10.1108/SRJ-04-2019-0125. 

Tibiletti, V., Marchini, P. L., Furlotti, K., & Medioli, A. (2021). Does corporate governance matter in corporate 
social responsibility disclosure? Evidence from italy in the “era of sustainability.” Corporate Social 



149
Mauliddini Nadhifah and Susi Dwi Mulyani

Factors Affecting Indonesian Corporate Risk

Responsibility and Environmental Management, 28(2), 896–907. https://doi.org/10.1002/csr.2097. 
Tjahjadi, B., Soewarno, N., & Mustikaningtiyas, F. (2021). Good corporate governance and corporate 

sustainability performance in Indonesia: A triple bottom line approach. Heliyon, 7(3), e06453. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e06453. 

Tsai, P. (2021). Collusion , political connection , and tax avoidance in China. 1–25. https://doi.org/10.1111/
kykl.12265. 

Vincken. (2017). The influence of internal Information Quality on Tax Risk. Erasmus University, January, 
1–60.

Wulandari, W. F., & Wahidahwati, W. (2022). Pengaruh intellectual capital dan kebijakan dividen terhadap 
nilai perusahaan. Bussiness Inovation & Entrepreneurship Journal, 11(10), 8–15.

Xu, F., Yang, X., & He, X. (2022). Influences of political connections on entrepreneurs’ subjective well-
being: a multilevel investigation. Management Decision, 71673090. https://doi.org/10.1108/MD-04-
2020-0439.

Yulia, A., Hayati, N., & Daud, R. M. (2019). The influence of tax, foreign ownership and company size on 
the application of transfer pricing in manufacturing companies listed on idx during 2013-2017. 
International Journal of Economics and Financial Issues, 9(3), 175–181. https://doi.org/10.32479/
ijefi.7640. 


