
 World Journal of Economics, Business and Management 

ISSN: 3049-2181 | Vol. 2, No. 2, February, 2025 
Website: https://wasrpublication.com/wjebm/  

 

*Corresponding Author  

Imran Hussain* 

Independent Researcher. 
8 

Oversight and Supervision of Independent Audit Activities of Publicly 

Traded Companies: A Review 

Imran Hussain* 

Independent Researcher. 

 

Received: 14/11/2024  Accepted: 10/01/2025  Published: 06/02/2025 

Abstract: Independent audits are crucial to maintaining investor confidence, ensuring financial transparency, and supporting the 

integrity of capital markets. For publicly traded companies, the oversight and supervision of audit activities provide an essential 

safeguard against fraud, misstatements, and governance failures. This review article examines the frameworks, mechanisms, and 

institutions responsible for supervising independent audits, including audit committees, regulatory agencies, and professional 

bodies. It analyzes key challenges such as auditor independence, regulatory capture, enforcement gaps, and global harmonization 

of standards. The article also considers emerging trends, including the influence of technology, environmental, social, and 

governance (ESG) reporting, and cross-border oversight. The review concludes that effective oversight and supervision remain 

indispensable to ensuring reliable financial reporting and protecting public interest in increasingly complex and globalized 

markets. 
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1. Introduction 

Publicly traded companies operate under heightened scrutiny due 

to their obligations to shareholders, regulators, and the public. 

Independent audits serve as a cornerstone of financial 

accountability, providing assurance that financial statements 

present a true and fair view of a company’s performance. However, 

the credibility of audits depends not only on the auditors’ technical 

expertise but also on the strength of oversight and supervision 

systems. 

High-profile corporate scandals such as Enron, WorldCom, and 

Wirecard underscore the consequences of audit failures. These 

events prompted governments and regulators to enhance 

frameworks for monitoring audit quality. Oversight mechanisms 

aim to safeguard auditor independence, enforce professional 

standards, and align audit practices with investor protection goals. 

This article reviews the institutions, mechanisms, challenges, and 

emerging issues surrounding the oversight and supervision of 

independent audit activities for publicly traded companies. 

 

2. Conceptual Framework of Audit Oversight 

Audit oversight refers to systems, structures, and practices 

designed to ensure that external auditors perform their duties 

independently, ethically, and effectively. 

 

2.1 Objectives of Audit Oversight 

 Protect investors and the public interest. 

 Ensure the credibility of financial reporting. 

 Strengthen confidence in capital markets. 

 Enforce compliance with professional and ethical 

standards. 

2.2 Key Principles 

 Independence: Preventing conflicts of interest between 

auditors and clients. 

 Accountability: Holding auditors responsible for audit 

quality. 

 Transparency: Ensuring audit processes are open to 

regulatory scrutiny. 

 Consistency: Aligning oversight practices across 

jurisdictions. 

 

3. Institutional Mechanisms of Audit Oversight 

Oversight involves multiple stakeholders, including regulatory 

bodies, audit committees, stock exchanges, and professional 

associations. 
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3.1 Public Company Accounting Oversight Board (PCAOB) 

Established by the Sarbanes–Oxley Act of 2002 in the United 

States, the PCAOB regulates audit firms serving publicly traded 

companies. It conducts inspections, issues auditing standards, and 

enforces disciplinary measures. 

3.2 Audit Committees of Boards 

Corporate boards are mandated to establish audit committees 

composed of independent directors. These committees supervise 

auditors, approve their appointment, and monitor the integrity of 

financial reporting. 

3.3 Securities and Exchange Commissions 

Regulators such as the U.S. SEC or ESMA in Europe set disclosure 

rules and ensure that audit reports meet statutory requirements. 

3.4 International Oversight Institutions 

The International Forum of Independent Audit Regulators (IFIAR) 

promotes collaboration among regulators worldwide, harmonizing 

oversight practices and sharing best practices. 

3.5 Professional Accountancy Bodies 

Institutions like the AICPA (U.S.) or ICAEW (U.K.) provide 

professional training, enforce codes of conduct, and complement 

statutory oversight. 

 

4. Enhancing Auditor Independence 

Auditor independence is central to effective oversight. Mechanisms 

include: 

 Mandatory rotation of audit partners and, in some 

jurisdictions, audit firms. 

 Restrictions on providing non-audit services to audit 

clients. 

 Disclosure of auditor tenure and relationships with 

management. 

 External inspections to detect compromises in 

independence. 

 

5. Literature Review 

5.1 Oversight and Audit Quality 

DeFond & Zhang (2014) argue that strong regulatory oversight 

increases audit quality by reducing earnings management and 

enhancing financial reporting credibility. 

5.2 Role of Audit Committees 

Krishnan & Visvanathan (2009) found that audit committees with 

financial expertise and independence positively influence auditor 

performance. 

5.3 Global Harmonization Challenges 

Humphrey et al. (2011) note the challenges of aligning audit 

oversight across jurisdictions, particularly given differences in 

legal systems and enforcement capacity. 

 

 

5.4 Lessons from Audit Failures 

Cases like Enron revealed the dangers of weak oversight, while 

Wirecard exposed limitations in European supervisory 

frameworks. These examples demonstrate that oversight must 

adapt continuously to market complexities. 

 

6. Challenges in Audit Oversight 

Despite progress, several challenges persist. 

6.1 Conflicts of Interest 

Auditors may face pressure from clients to present favorable 

results, undermining independence. 

6.2 Enforcement Gaps 

Regulators often struggle to enforce penalties consistently, 

particularly in cross-border cases. 

6.3 Audit Market Concentration 

The dominance of the "Big Four" audit firms raises concerns about 

systemic risk and limits competition in the audit market. 

6.4 Technological Disruption 

While data analytics and AI can improve audit effectiveness, 

regulators face difficulties in overseeing the use of new 

technologies. 

6.5 Resource Constraints 

Oversight bodies may lack sufficient financial and human 

resources to conduct comprehensive inspections. 

 

7. Emerging Trends in Audit Oversight 

7.1 Technology-Enabled Oversight 

Regulators increasingly use data analytics to monitor audit quality 

and detect anomalies in financial reporting. 

7.2 ESG Reporting and Assurance 

With rising demand for sustainability disclosures, audit oversight 

bodies must extend their supervision to non-financial information 

assurance. 

7.3 Cross-Border Cooperation 

As companies operate globally, oversight bodies strengthen 

collaboration through IFIAR and regional alliances to enhance 

enforcement across jurisdictions. 

7.4 Auditor Liability and Accountability 

Debates continue over whether auditor liability should be expanded 

to strengthen deterrence against negligence. 

 

8. Case Studies 

8.1 Enron and Arthur Andersen 

The collapse of Enron in 2001 highlighted the dangers of 

compromised auditor independence, leading to the dissolution of 

Arthur Andersen and the creation of the PCAOB. 
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8.2 Wirecard Scandal 

The 2020 Wirecard collapse in Germany revealed weaknesses in 

European audit oversight, particularly in ensuring timely detection 

of fraud. It prompted reforms in EU supervisory frameworks. 

8.3 KPMG South Africa 

Allegations of misconduct in auditing state-owned enterprises 

underscored the need for stronger local regulatory oversight and 

independence enforcement. 

 

9. Discussion 

Oversight of independent audits is vital to financial stability and 

investor protection. However, the effectiveness of oversight 

depends on the capacity of institutions, the independence of 

auditors, and the adaptability of frameworks to emerging 

challenges. 

This review highlights the importance of balancing regulatory 

strictness with audit firm autonomy. Excessive regulation may 

stifle innovation, while leniency may lead to oversight failures. 

Global harmonization remains an ongoing challenge, as audit firms 

operate in multinational contexts. 

Moreover, the growing demand for ESG reporting and digital 

transformation in auditing requires regulators to expand their 

supervisory scope. Integrating technology into oversight will be 

key to ensuring audit reliability in the future. 

 

 

 

10. Conclusion 

The oversight and supervision of independent audit activities in 

publicly traded companies are fundamental to protecting investor 

interests and ensuring the credibility of financial reporting. While 

substantial progress has been made in establishing robust oversight 

mechanisms, challenges such as auditor independence, 

enforcement gaps, and technological disruption remain. 

Future reforms should focus on strengthening global cooperation, 

integrating ESG and digital reporting into oversight frameworks, 

and ensuring sufficient resources for regulators. Ultimately, 

effective audit oversight enhances trust in capital markets and 

supports sustainable economic growth. 
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