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“Auditabilité”:
Vraie facture non-modifiee? (preuve de la comptabilité)
La preuve d’intégrité et d’authenticité
L’archivage de la facture (en UE)
L’acceés a la facture pour contrdle fiscal
La lisibilité de la facture

Le processus de facturation (cycle de vie)

Exemple de best practice: CEN Guidelines (variations pour
autofacturation, avoirs, moment d’émission)

Les accords entre les parties, et entre les parties avec leurs
opérateurs

Législation francaise plus explicite que la plupart des autres membres
de 'UE

Le contenu de la facture

Directive 2001, mais quelques variations par pays (tva, mais aussi droit
commercial, aspects du processus)
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Prescriptive
(focus on form)
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Country categories

Belgium
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Functional
(focus on result)

¢

« Data-level technical
evidence (usually
signatures) often
required.

«  Non-compliance high
risk.

« Baseline auditability
needed if not obviated
by data-level technical
controls.

Compliance options

Data-level technical evidence

or “proper EDI” (contract=focal

point with technical and

process security arrangement)

Non-compliance high to
medium risk

Take functional requirements
seriously

Baseline auditability of the
end-to-end process if not

obviated by technical controls.

«  Freedom of evidence for
demonstrating proper VAT
treatment of transactions.
If no technical evidence,
historical controls proving
a supply can suffice.

«  Strong transaction record
proving supply required if
not obviated by technical
controls.



The tax invoice (stored message) Accounts with invoice data Other books and documents
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primary source of evidence, burden of proof on taxable person
secondary source of evidence, burden of proof often on tax administration
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primary source of evidence, burden of proof on taxable person
secondary source of evidence, burden of proof often on tax administration

www.trustweaver.com




" Avec signature électronique
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The tax invoice (stored message) Accounts with invoice data

Other books and documents

primary source of evidence, burden of proof on taxable person or, where
qualified signatures are used, the tax administration

secondary source of evidence, burden of proof often on tax administration
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Accounts with invoice data

The tax invoice (stored message) Other books and documents
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primary source of evidence, burden of proof on taxable person
secondary source of evidence, burden of proof often on tax administration
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Accounts representing tax invoices
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" La preuve d’integrité et d’authenticité
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