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The study aimed at investigating 
the reality of forensic accounting and its necessity 
in Palestine, and it also aimed at identifying the 
qualifications and experiences that the forensic 
accountant should have, and it also aimed to 
identify procedures, activities, investigations and 
evaluation techniques that may help the 
accountant do his roles efficiently. The previous 
point could be achieved depending on the point of 
views of the forensic system, the internal and 
external auditors of public shareholding 
companies listed in the Palestinian market. The 
study adopted the analytical descriptive approach 
in the presentation and analysis of the results. A 
questionnaire was designed for this purpose, and 
it was distributed to a sample of (129), of which 
105 were retrieved.
The results showed that the degree of need for 
forensic accounting for resolving financial 
disputes in financial issues was moderate, and 
courts relied on external auditors and financial 
arbitrators to resolve financial disputes. The 
surveyed unanimously agreed that the procedures, 
activities, investigations and evaluations help the 
forensic accountant perform well. The results also 
show that there are statistically significant 
differences in the role of forensic accounting due 
to the size of firm. The study suggested a number 
of recommendations that could contribute to the 
development of this filed in Palestine.
Keywords: Forensic Accounting, Auditors, 
Judiciary, Palestinian Public Shareholding 
Companies.
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