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2.10. DISTORTION OF THE 
REPORTING AND EVASION FROM 

PAYMENT OF TAXES BY THE 
BUILDING ORGANIZATIONS  

M.V. Mikheev, Applicant Department «Accounting and 
Auditing»  

FGBOU VPO «Russian Economic  
University. GV Plekhanov» 

 
The article highlights current issues related to the im-

plementation of building organizations of action to distort 
the performance of accounting and tax reporting. The fea-
tures of tax evasion, construction companies and identified 
the factors that may influence the effectiveness of the fight 
against tax evasion. Distortions appear as false reflection 
and representation of data in financial statements in con-
nection with violation of the personnel of construction 
companies established regulations of the Russian Federa-
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tion and the rules of organization and tax accounting and 
reporting. Explore options for construction companies li-
ability for breach of Russian legislation with regard to ac-
counting and tax legislation.  
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