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Editor Notu

Uluslararas1 Yiiksek Denetim Kurumlar: Standartlar1 (ISSAI’ler), Sayistay Baskanligi tarafindan
yiiritiilen titiz ve uzun siireli bir ¢alisma sonucunda Tiirkgeye terciime edilmistir. Mali Denetim
Rehberleri, ISSAT’lerin dordiincii diizey denetim rehberlerini temsil eder. Bu rehberler, INTOSAI
Komiteleri tarafindan hazirlanan bir Uygulama Notundan ve Uluslararasi Denetim ve Giivence
Standartlart Kurulu (IAASB) tarafindan yayimlanan Uluslararasi Denetim Standartlari’ndan (ISA)
olusur.

Standartlarin  orijinal metinleri teknik nitelikte olup hukuki anlagsmazliklarda denetginin
sorumluluklarim tanimlayacak sekilde kaleme alimmustir. Metinler; uzun ciimleler, tekrarlar ve mali
denetime 0Ozgii ¢ok sayida terim i¢ermektedir. Metinlerde muglakliktan kaginmak amaciyla atif
yerine tekrarlar kullanilmistir. Bu sebeplerle orijinal metinler mekanik ve okunmasi zor bir dil
icermektedir. Terclime c¢aligmasi, metinlerin 6ziine sadik kalarak ve g¢evirmenin dip notlar1 harig
ekleme, yerellestirme ve yorum icermeyecek sekilde yiiriitiilmiistiir.

Terclimede anahtar kelimelerin tim metinlerde ayni sekilde kullanimina 6zel énem verilmis; bu
amacla Uluslararas1 Muhasebeciler Federasyonu'nun (IFAC) anahtar kelimeler listesine sadik
kalinmigtir. ISSAI 1003 “INTOSAI Mali Denetim Rehberleri Terimler Sozligii”, INTOSAI ve IFAC
tarafindan kullanilan temel sozliikleri igerdigi i¢in Mali Denetim Rehberlerinin anlagilmasida temel
basvuru kaynagidir.

Standartlarm tercimesinde INTOSAI ve IFAC tarafindan belirlenen kurallara ve tavsiyelere bagh
kalinmistir. Terclime c¢aligmasi, denetim terminolojisine iliskin tecriibe sahibi olan iki profesyonel
cevirmen ve ileri derecede Ingilizce bilgisi olan Sayistay Denetcilerinden miitesekkil bir komisyon
tarafindan yiiriitiilmistiir. Biitiin metinlerin ilk asama terclimesi ayni ¢evirmen tarafindan yapilmis;
akabinde bu terciimeler farkli komisyon tiiyelerinin dahil oldugu ¢ok kademeli bir gbzden gegirme,
okuma ve degerlendirme siirecine tabi tutulmustur.

Standartlarin anlasilmasini ve kullanimini kolaylastirmak amaciyla Ingilizce ve Tiirkge metinler
karsilikli olarak verilmistir. Metinlerin bu sekilde dizilimi dipnotlarin iki kere kullanilmasini
gerektirdiginden dipnotlar her sayfada yeniden numaralandirilmigtir.

Yogun ve oldukga titiz bir ¢aligmay1 gerektiren bu ¢aptaki bir terciime ¢aligmasinin gosterilen biitiin
¢abalara ragmen hatadan uzak olmasi miimkiin degildir. Metinlerin terclimesine ait goriig, Oneri ve
tenkitlerinizi issai@sayistay.gov.tr adresine gondermeniz, bu hatalarin diizeltilmesine énemli katki
saglayacaktir.

Denetim Standartlar1 Tercime Komisyonu
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Practice Note' to International Standard on Auditing (ISA) 330

The Auditor's Responses to Assessed Risks

Background

This Practice Note provides supplementary guidance on ISA 330 “The Auditor's Responses to
Assessed Risks”. It is read together with the ISA. ISA 330 is effective for audits of financial
statements for periods beginning on or after December 15, 2009. The Practice Note is effective the
same date as the [SA.

Introduction to the ISA

ISA 330 deals with the auditor's responsibility to design and implement responses to the risks of
material misstatement identified and assessed by the auditor in accordance with ISA 315 in an audit
of financial statements.

Content of the Practice Note

P1. The Practice Note provides additional guidance for public sector auditors related to:
(a) Overall Considerations.

(b) Audit Procedures Responsive to the Assessed Risks of Material Misstatement at the
Assertion Level.

(¢) Evaluating the Sufficiency and Appropriateness of Audit Evidence.

(d) Specific Considerations for Public Sector Auditors with a Judicial Role.

Applicability of the ISA in Public Sector Auditing

P2. ISA 330 is applicable to auditors of public sector entities in their role as auditors of financial
statements.

Additional Guidance on Public Sector Issues

P3. ISA 330 contains application and other explanatory material with considerations specific to public
sector entities in paragraph A17 of the ISA.

! All Practice Notes are considered together with ISSAI 1000 “General Introduction to the INTOSAI Financial Audit Guidelines”.
? ISA 315, “Identifying and Assessing the Risk of Material Misstatements through Understanding the Entity and Its Environment”.
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Uluslararast Denetim Standardi (ISA) 330 Uygulama Notu'

Etkisi Degerlendirilen Risklere Karsi Denetcinin
Atacagi1 Adimlar

Arka Plan Bilgisi

Bu Uygulama Notu, “Etkisi Degerlendirilen Risklere Kars1 Denetginin Atacagi Adimlar” baglikli
ISA 330’a iligkin ek bilgi vermektedir. Bu Uygulama Notu, ISA ile birlikte okunur. ISA 330, 15
Aralik 2009 tarihinde veya bu tarihten sonra baglayan donemlere ait mali tablo denetimleri i¢in
gecerlidir. Bu Uygulama Notu, ISA ile ayni tarihte yiiriirliige girer.

ISA’ya Giris

ISA 330; denetginin, mali tablo denetiminde ISA 315’¢* uygun olarak denetci tarafindan tespit
edilmis ve etkisi degerlendirilmis Onemli yanlis bildirim risklerine kars1 yapilacak islerin
tasarlanmasi ve uygulanmasi sorumlulugunu ele alir.

Uygulama Notu’nun Igerigi

P1. Bu Uygulama Notu, asagidaki konularla ilgili olarak kamu sektorii denet¢isine ek rehberlik
saglar:

(a) Genel Hususlar.

(b) Beyan Diizeyinde ve Etkisi Degerlendirilmis Onemli Yanlis Bildirim Risklerine Karsi
Uygulanan Denetim Prosediirleri.

(c) Denetim Kanitimin Yeterliliginin ve Uygunlugunun Degerlendirilmesi.

(d) Yargisal Gorevi Olan Kamu Sektorii Denetgilerine Y onelik Belirli Hususlar.

Kamu Sektorii Denetimlerinde ISA’nin Uygulanabilirligi

P2. ISA 330, mali tablolarin denetg¢isi olarak goérev yapan kamu sektorii denetgileri igin
gecerlidir.

Kamu Sektoriiyle ilgili Konularda Ek Rehberlik

P3. ISA 330, ISA’nin A17 paragrafinda kamu kurumlarina 6zgii hususlara deginen uygulama ve
aciklayici diger materyalleri igerir.

! Tiim Uygulama Notlar1, ISSAI 1000 “INTOSAI Mali Denetim Rehberlerine Giris” ile birlikte degerlendirilir.
> ISA 315, “Kurulusun ve Faaliyet Gésterdigi Ortamin Tanmmast Yoluyla Onemli Yanhs Bildirim Risklerinin Tespiti ve
Degerlendirilmesi”.

ETKiSI DEGERLENDIRILEN RiSKLERE KARSI DENETCININ ATACAGI ADIMLAR Sayfa 7/ 54
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Overall Considerations

P4. The objectives of a financial audit in the public sector are often broader than expressing an
opinion whether the financial statements have been prepared, in all material respects, in
accordance with the applicable financial reporting framework (i.e. the scope of the ISAs).
The audit mandate, or obligations for public sector entities arising from legislation,
regulation, ministerial directives, government policy requirements, or resolutions of the
legislature may result in additional reporting objectives. These additional objectives may
include audit and reporting responsibilities, for example, relating to reporting whether the
public sector auditor found any instances of non-compliance with authorities including
budgets and accountability frameworks, and/or reporting on the effectiveness of internal
control. These additional objectives may lead public sector auditors to identify and assess
additional risks of material misstatement, and to design and implement overall responses to
address the assessed risks at the financial statement level and to design and perform further
audit procedures to respond to the assessed risks at the assertion level. However, even where
there are no such additional objectives, there may be general public expectations in regard to
public sector auditors' reporting of non-compliance with authorities or reporting on
effectiveness of internal control. Therefore, public sector auditors keep such expectations in
mind, and are alert to the need to respond to assessed risks of non-compliance or risks
relating to effectiveness of internal control.

Audit Procedures Responsive to the Assessed Risks of Material Misstatement at the
Assertion Level

Ps. When planning the timing of further audit procedures as described in paragraph 6 of the ISA,
public sector auditors also take into account that tests of compliance with laws and
regulations may be carried out during the year while tests of budget execution normally are
completed at year-end.

Pé6. Paragraph A17 of the ISA states that the audit mandate and any other special auditing
requirements may affect the auditor's consideration of the nature, timing and extent of further
audit procedures. Examples of such other requirements include testing and reporting on non-
compliance with certain regulations, such as those related to execution of the budget or in the
area of procurement.

P7. Paragraph 8 of the ISA describes the circumstances in which the auditor is required to
perform tests of controls to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence as to the operating
effectiveness of relevant controls. As a result of the additional objectives described in
paragraph P4 above, tests of controls for a public sector entity may be broader and more
detailed than those for a private sector entity. They may also be performed irrespective of the
circumstances described in paragraph 8 of the ISA. For example, public sector auditors may
perform tests of controls over travel expenditures or sensitive payments, or of controls
designed to prevent or detect fraud within the entity.

PS. In designing and performing tests of controls as required by paragraph 10 of the ISA, public
sector auditors determine whether the entity is part of a larger government control
environment. As a result, controls may exist outside the entity. The auditor determines
whether and how to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence about those controls.

Page 8 /54 THE AUDITOR'S RESPONSES TO ASSESSED RISKS
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Genel Hususlar

P4. Kamu sektoriinde yapilan mali denetimin amaci, genelde mali tablolarin 6nemli olan tim
acilardan gecerli mali raporlama cercevesine (yani ISA’larin kapsamina) uygun olarak
hazirlanip hazirlanmadigi konusunda goriis bildirmekten daha genis kapsamlidir. Denetim
gorev ve yetkisi veya mevzuat, idari diizenlemeler, bakanlik talimatlari, hiikiimet
politikalarinin gerekliliklerinden dogan kamu kuruluslarmin yiikiimliiliikkleri veya yasama
kararlari; daha bagka raporlama amaglar1 dogurabilir. Bu tiir ek amaclar arasinda Srnegin
kamu sektorii denetgisinin biitge ve hesap verebilirlik ¢ergceveleri gibi yasal ve idari
diizenlemelere uygunsuzluk durumu tespit edip etmedigini raporlamasi ve/veya i¢ kontroliin
etkinliginin raporlanmasiyla ilgili denetim ve raporlama sorumluluklar1 sayilabilir. Bu ek
amaglar; kamu sektorii denetgilerini daha baska 6nemli yanlig bildirim risklerini tespit ederek
degerlendirmeye, mali tablo diizeyindeki etkisi degerlendirilmis riskleri ele alacak genel
yanitlar tasarlayarak uygulamaya ve beyan diizeyindeki etkisi degerlendirilmis risklere yanit
verecek ek denetim prosediirleri tasarlayarak uygulamaya yonlendirebilir. Fakat bu tarz ek
amaglari olmadigi hallerde bile kamu sektorii denetgilerinin yasal ve idari diizenlemelere
uygunsuzluk durumunu raporlamasina veya i¢ kontroliin etkinligini raporlamasina yonelik
genel kamuoyu beklentileri s6z konusu olabilir. Bu nedenle kamu sektorii denetgileri, bu gibi
beklentileri dikkate alir ve etkisi degerlendirilmis uygunsuzluk risklerine ve i¢ kontroliin
etkinligiyle ilgili risklere yanit verme ihtiyacina karsi tetikte olur.

Beyan Diizeyinde ve Etkisi Degerlendirilmis Onemli Yanlis Bildirim Risklerine Kars1
Uygulanan Denetim Prosediirleri

P5. ISA’nin 6. paragrafinda anlatildigi sekilde ek denetim prosediirlerini planlarken kamu
sektorii denetgileri, biitce uygulamasi iizerinde yapilan testlerin normalde yilsonunda
tamamlanmasina karsin yasal ve idari diizenlemelere uygunluk testlerinin yil icinde
yapilabilecegini de dikkate alir.

P6. ISA’nin A17 paragrafi; denetim gorev ve yetkisinin ve diger 6zel denetim gerekliliklerinin,
ek denetim prosediirlerinin niteligi, zamanlamasi ve kapsamina iligkin denetgi
degerlendirmesini etkileyebilecegini belirtir. Bu diger gerekliliklere ornekler arasinda
biitgenin uygulanmasiyla ilgili diizenlemeler veya satin alma alanindaki diizenlemeler gibi
belli diizenlemelere uygunsuzluk konusundaki test ve raporlamalar sayilabilir.

P7. ISA’nin 8. paragrafi, denet¢inin ilgili kontrollerin caligma etkinligi hakkinda yeterli ve
uygun denetim kanit1 elde etmek icin kontroller iizerinde test yapmasi gereken durumlari
aciklar. Yukarida P4 paragrafinda ele alinan ek amaglarin sonucu olarak bir kamu
kurumundaki kontroller iizerinde yapilan testler, 6zel sektérdeki bir kurulusa yonelik
testlerden daha genis kapsamli ve detayli olabilir. Kontroller iizerinde yapilan bu testler,
ISA’nin 8. paragrafinda agiklanan durumlara bakmaksizin da uygulanabilir. Ornegin kamu
sektorii denetcileri, seyahat harcamalar1 veya hassas ddemelere yonelik kontroller iizerinde
veya kurulus biinyesinde hileyi Onlemek veya tespit etmek icin tasarlanmis kontroller
iizerinde testler uygulayabilir.

P8. ISA’nin 10. paragrafi uyarinca kontroller iizerinde yapilan testleri tasarlar ve uygularken
kamu sektorii denetgileri, kurulusun daha biiyiik bir kamusal kontrol ortaminin parcasi olup
olmadigina karar verir. Sonu¢ olarak, kurulusun digsinda kontroller bulunabilir. Denetci, bu
kontroller hakkinda yeterli ve uygun denetim kanitinin elde edilip edilemeyecegine ve nasil
elde edilecegine karar verir.

ETKiSI DEGERLENDIRILEN RiSKLERE KARSI DENETCININ ATACAGI ADIMLAR Sayfa 9 / 54
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Po. When using audit evidence about the operating effectiveness of controls obtained in previous
audits, as stated in paragraph 13 of the ISA, public sector auditors may use evidence
obtained in performance audits or other audit activities relevant to the entity. When relying
on evidence obtained in previous performance audits, public sector auditors evaluate whether
the assertions used and tests performed are adequate for the purpose of the financial
statement audit.

Evaluating the Sufficiency and Appropriateness of Audit Evidence

P10. 27 of the ISA requires the auditor to express a qualified opinion or disclaim an opinion on
the financial statements if the auditor is unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit
evidence. Paragraph A62 of the ISA provides factors that may influence the auditor's
judgment as to what constitutes sufficient appropriate audit evidence. In evaluating what is
sufficient appropriate audit evidence, public sector auditors also take into account the need to
obtain sufficient appropriate evidence to meet any additional objectives as described in
paragraph P4 above.

Specific Considerations for Public Sector Auditors with a Judicial Role

P11. In some public sector environments, such as a Court of Accounts environment, the auditors'
report is often judged and used to determine personal legal implications of those responsible
for financial acts, including significant matters, control deficiencies and instances of non-
compliance with authorities. Therefore, public sector auditors in such environments, when
evaluating the sufficiency and appropriateness of audit evidence, perform procedures to
identify those responsible for financial acts and for compliance with legal requirements.

Page 10/ 54 THE AUDITOR'S RESPONSES TO ASSESSED RISKS
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Po. ISA’nin 13. paragrafinda belirtildigi iizere kontrollerin ¢alisma etkinligi hakkinda gegmis
denetimlerde elde edilmis denetim kanitin1 kullanirken kamu sektorii denetgileri, kurulusla
ilgili performans denetimlerinde veya diger denetim faaliyetlerinde elde edilmis kanitlari
kullanabilir. Gegmis performans denetimlerinde elde edilmis kanitlar1 kullanirken kamu
sektorii denetgileri, kullanilan beyanlarin ve yiiriitiilen testlerin mali tablo denetiminin
amagclari i¢in yeterli olup olmadigini degerlendirir.

Denetim Kanitinin Yeterliliginin ve Uygunlugunun Degerlendirilmesi

P10. ISA’nin 27. paragrafi, yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 elde edemedigi durumlarda denetginin
mali tablolar hakkinda sartli goriis vermesini veya goriis vermeyi reddetmesini gerektirir.
ISA’nin A62 paragrafi, yeterli ve uygun denetim kanitinin ne olduguna dair denetginin
yargisini etkileyebilecek unsurlara deginmektedir. Yeterli ve uygun denetim kanitinin ne
oldugunu degerlendirirken kamu sektorii denetgileri, yukarida P4 paragrafinda ele alinan ek
amaglara ulagmak icin yeterli ve uygun kanit elde etme ihtiyacini da goz 6niinde bulundurur.

Yargisal Gorevi Olan Kamu Sektorii Denetgilerine Yonelik Belirli Hususlar

P11. Bazi kamu sektorii ortamlarinda Ornegin Hesap Mahkemelerinde denetgilerin raporu;
genelde onemli konular, kontrol zafiyetleri ve yasal ve idari diizenlemelere uygunsuzluk
durumlar1 gibi mali eylemlerden sorumlu olanlarin ugrayacagi kisisel yasal sonuglari
belirlemek i¢in degerlendirilir ve kullanilir. Bu nedenle bu tiir ortamlardaki kamu sektorii
denetgileri, denetim kanitinin yeterliligini ve uygunlugunu degerlendirirken mali
eylemlerden ve yasal gerekliliklere uygunluktan sorumlu olanlar1 tespit edecek prosediirler
yuritiir.
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Introduction
Scope of this ISA
1. This International Standard on Auditing (ISA) deals with the auditor's responsibility to
design and implement responses to the risks of material misstatement identified and assessed
by the auditor in accordance with ISA 315" in an audit of financial statements.
Effective Date
2. This ISA is effective for audits of financial statements for periods beginning on or after
December 15, 2009.
Objective
3. The objective of the auditor is to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence regarding the
assessed risks of material misstatement, through designing and implementing appropriate
responses to those risks.
Definitions
4. For purposes of the ISAs, the following terms have the meanings attributed below:

(a) Substantive procedure - An audit procedure designed to detect material misstatements at
the assertion level. Substantive procedures comprise:

(i) Tests of details (of classes of transactions, account balances, and disclosures); and
(i) Substantive analytical procedures.

(b) Test of controls - An audit procedure desi gned to evaluate the operating effectiveness
of controls in preventing, or detecting and correcting, material misstatements at the
assertion level.

Requirements

Overall Responses

5. The auditor shall design and implement overall responses to address the assessed risks of
material misstatement at the financial statement level. (Ref: Para. A1-A3)

Audit Procedures Responsive to the Assessed Risks of Material Misstatement at the Assertion
Level

6. The auditor shall design and perform further audit procedures whose nature, timing, and
extent are based on and are responsive to the assessed risks of material misstatement at the
assertion level. (Ref: Para. A4-AS8)

! ISA 315, “Identifying and Assessing the Risks of Material Misstatement through Understanding the Entity and Its Environment”.
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Giris
Bu ISA’min Kapsam
1. Bu Uluslararas1 Denetim Standard: (ISA); denetginin, mali tablo denetiminde ISA 315’¢’
uygun olarak denetci tarafindan tespit edilmis ve etkisi degerlendirilmis Onemli yanlis
bildirim risklerine karsi yapilacak iglerin tasarlanmasi ve uygulanmasi sorumlulugunu ele
alir.
Yiiriirliikk Tarihi
2. Bu ISA, 15 Aralik 2009 tarihinde veya bu tarihten sonra baslayan dénemlere ait mali tablo
denetimleri i¢in gegerlidir.
Amacg
3. Denetcinin amaci, etkisi degerlendirilmis onemli yanls bildirim risklerine karsi uygun
yanitlar tasarlamak ve uygulamak suretiyle bu risklerle ilgili yeterli ve uygun denetim kaniti
elde etmektir.
Tanmmlar
4. Bu ISA’nin amaglarina uygun olarak asagidaki terimlere verilen anlamlar sunlardir:

(a) Maddi dogrulama prosediirii - Beyan diizeyindeki 6nemli yanlis bildirimleri tespit
etmek i¢cin tasarlanan bir denetim prosediiriidir. Maddi dogrulama prosediirleri
sunlardan olusur:

(i) Detaylara yonelik testler (islem siniflari, hesap bakiyeleri ve agiklamalarin
detaylar1) ve
(i) Maddi analitik inceleme teknikleri.

(b) Kontroller iizerinde yapilan test - Onemli yanlis bildirimlerin beyan diizeyinde
Onlenmesi veya tespit edilerek diizeltilmesi konusunda kontrollerin ¢aligma etkinligini
degerlendirmek i¢in tasarlanmig olan denetim prosediiridiir.

GereKklilikler

Genel Yamtlar

5. Denet¢i, mali tablo diizeyindeki etkisi degerlendirilmis 6nemli yanlis bildirim risklerine kars1
yapacagi genel isleri tasarlar ve uygular. (Bkz. Parag. A1-A3)

Beyan Diizeyinde ve Etkisi Degerlendirilmis Onemli Yanhs Bildirim Risklerine Kars1 Uygulanan
Denetim Prosediirleri

6. Denetci; niteligi, zamanlamas1 ve kapsami beyan diizeyinde ve etkisi degerlendirilmis
onemli yanlig bildirim risklerini temel alan ve bu risklere karsi uygulanan ek denetim
prosediirleri tasarlar ve uygular. (Bkz. Parag. A4-A8)

! ISA 315, “Kurulusun ve Faaliyet Gésterdigi Ortamin Taninmast Yoluyla Onemli Yanlis Bildirim Risklerinin Tespiti ve Degerlendirilmesi”
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7. In designing the further audit procedures to be performed, the auditor shall:

(a) Consider the reasons for the assessment given to the risk of material misstatement at the
assertion level for each class of transactions, account balance, and disclosure, including:

(i) The likelihood of material misstatement due to the particular characteristics of the
relevant class of transactions, account balance, or disclosure (that is, the inherent
risk); and

(i) Whether the risk assessment takes account of relevant controls (that is, the control
risk), thereby requiring the auditor to obtain audit evidence to determine whether
the controls are operating effectively (that is, the auditor intends to rely on the
operating effectiveness of controls in determining the nature, timing and extent of
substantive procedures); and (Ref: Para. A9-A18)

(b) Obtain more persuasive audit evidence the higher the auditor's assessment of risk. (Ref:
Para. A19)
Tests of Controls
8. The auditor shall design and perform tests of controls to obtain sufficient appropriate audit
evidence as to the operating effectiveness of relevant controls if:

(a) The auditor's assessment of risks of material misstatement at the assertion level includes
an expectation that the controls are operating effectively (that is, the auditor intends to
rely on the operating effectiveness of controls in determining the nature, timing and
extent of substantive procedures); or

(b) Substantive procedures alone cannot provide sufficient appropriate audit evidence at the
assertion level. (Ref: Para. A20-A24)

9. In designing and performing tests of controls, the auditor shall obtain more persuasive audit
evidence the greater the reliance the auditor places on the effectiveness of a control. (Ref:
Para. A25)

Nature and Extent of Tests of Controls

10. In designing and performing tests of controls, the auditor shall:

(a) Perform other audit procedures in combination with inquiry to obtain audit evidence
about the operating effectiveness of the controls, including:

(i) How the controls were applied at relevant times during the period under audit;
(il) The consistency with which they were applied; and
(iii)) By whom or by what means they were applied. (Ref: Para. A26-A29)

(b) Determine whether the controls to be tested depend upon other controls (indirect
controls) and, if so, whether it is necessary to obtain audit evidence supporting the
effective operation of those indirect controls. (Ref: Para. A30-A31)

Timing of Tests of Controls
11. The auditor shall test controls for the particular time, or throughout the period, for which the

auditor intends to rely on those controls, subject to paragraphs 12 and 15 below, in order to
provide an appropriate basis for the auditor's intended reliance. (Ref: Para. A32)
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7. Denet¢i uygulanacak ek denetim prosediirlerini tasarlarken;

(a) Her islem sinifi, hesap bakiyesi ve agiklama icin beyan diizeyindeki 6nemli yanlis
bildirim riskine dair degerlendirme yaparken asagidaki gibi hususlar1 dikkate alir:

(i) Ilgili islem sinifi, hesap bakiyesi veya agiklamanin belirli zelliklerine bagh 6nemli
yanlig bildirim olasilig1 (yani yapisal risk) ve

(i1) Risk degerlendirmesinin ilgili kontrolleri hesaba katip katmadigi (yani kontrol
riski), dolayisiyla denetcinin kontrollerin etkin bicimde calisip calismadigini
belirlemek amaciyla denetim kaniti elde etmesinin gerekip gerekmedigi (yani
denet¢i, maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin niteligi, zamanlamasi ve kapsamini
belirlerken kontrollerin ¢alisma etkinligine glivenmeyi tasarlar) (Bkz. Parag. A9-
Al8)

(b) Risk degerlendirmesi ne kadar yiiksekse denetc¢i, o kadar ¢ok ikna edici denetim kaniti
elde eder. (Bkz. Parag. A19)
Kontroller Uzerinde Yapilan Testler
8. Denetci asagidaki durumlarda ilgili kontrollerin ¢alisma etkinligi hakkinda yeterli ve uygun
denetim kanit1 elde etmek i¢in kontroller {izerinde testler tasarlar ve uygular:

(a) Beyan diizeyindeki O6nemli yanhis bildirim risklerine  yonelik  denetgi
degerlendirmesinin, kontrollerin etkin bigimde c¢alistigi beklentisini igermesi halinde
(yani denetcinin, maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin niteligi, zamanlamasi ve kapsamini
belirlerken kontrollerin ¢aligma etkinligine glivenmeyi tasarlamasi halinde) veya

(b) Maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin tek basina beyan diizeyinde yeterli ve uygun denetim
kanit1 saglayamamasi halinde (Bkz. Parag. A20-A24)

9. Denetgi, kontroller tizerinde yapilan testleri tasarlar ve uygularken bir kontroliin etkinligine
ne kadar fazla giiven duyarsa o kadar ¢ok ikna edici denetim kaniti elde eder. (Bkz. Parag.
A25)

Kontroller Uzerinde Yapilan Testlerin Niteligi ve Kapsami

10. Denetci, kontroller iizerinde yapilan testleri tasarlar ve uygularken;
(a) Kontrollerin
(i) Denetim kapsamindaki donem zarfinda gerektiginde nasil uygulandigi,
(i) Kontrollerin uygulanmasindaki tutarlilik ve
(ii1) Kontrollerin kim tarafindan ve hangi araglarla uygulandigi (Bkz. Parag. A26-A29)

dahil olmak iizere kontrollerin ¢aliyma etkinligi hakkinda denetim kaniti elde etmek
amacityla bilgi almayla birlikte baska denetim prosediirleri yiirditiir.

(b) Test edilecek kontrollerin baska kontrollere (dolayli kontrollere) dayanip
dayanmadigini, dayantyorsa bu dolayl kontrollerin etkin calistigini destekleyen denetim
kanit1 elde etmenin gerekli olup olmadigini belirler. (Bkz. Parag. A30-A31)

Kontroller Uzerinde Yapilan Testlerin Zamanlamasi
11. Denetgi, kontrollerden elde edecegi glivenceye uygun bir temel saglamak lizere asagidaki 12

ile 15 arasi paragraflara tabi olarak s6z konusu kontrollere giivenmeyi tasarladigi déonem
boyunca veya belirli bir siire i¢in bu kontrolleri test eder. (Bkz. Parag. A32)
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Using audit evidence obtained during an interim period

12. If the auditor obtains audit evidence about the operating effectiveness of controls during an
interim period, the auditor shall:

(a) Obtain audit evidence about significant changes to those controls subsequent to the
interim period; and

(b) Determine the additional audit evidence to be obtained for the remaining period. (Ref:
Para. A33-A34)

Using audit evidence obtained in previous audits

13. In determining whether it is appropriate to use audit evidence about the operating
effectiveness of controls obtained in previous audits, and, if so, the length of the time period
that may elapse before retesting a control, the auditor shall consider the following:

(a) The effectiveness of other elements of internal control, including the control
environment, the entity's monitoring of controls, and the entity's risk assessment
process;

(b) The risks arising from the characteristics of the control, including whether it is manual
or automated;

(c) The effectiveness of general IT-controls;

(d) The effectiveness of the control and its application by the entity, including the nature
and extent of deviations in the application of the control noted in previous audits, and
whether there have been personnel changes that significantly affect the application of
the control;

(e) Whether the lack of a change in a particular control poses a risk due to changing
circumstances; and

(f) The risks of material misstatement and the extent of reliance on the control. (Ref: Para.
A35)

14. If the auditor plans to use audit evidence from a previous audit about the operating
effectiveness of specific controls, the auditor shall establish the continuing relevance of that
evidence by obtaining audit evidence about whether significant changes in those controls
have occurred subsequent to the previous audit. The auditor shall obtain this evidence by
performing inquiry combined with observation or inspection, to confirm the understanding
of those specific controls, and:

(a) If there have been changes that affect the continuing relevance of the audit evidence
from the previous audit, the auditor shall test the controls in the current audit. (Ref:
Para. A36)

(b) If there have not been such changes, the auditor shall test the controls at least once in
every third audit, and shall test some controls each audit to avoid the possibility of
testing all the controls on which the auditor intends to rely in a single audit period with
no testing of controls in the subsequent two audit periods. (Ref: Para. A37-A39)

Controls over significant risks

15. If the auditor plans to rely on controls over a risk the auditor has determined to be a
significant risk, the auditor shall test those controls in the current period.
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Ara donemde elde edilen denetim kanitinin kullanilmasi

12. Denet¢i, ara donemde kontrollerin ¢alisma etkinligi hakkinda denetim kaniti1 elde etmesi
halinde:

(a) Ara donemden sonra bu kontrollerde yapilan 6nemli degisiklikler hakkinda denetim
kanit1 elde eder ve

(b) Kalan donem icin elde edilecek ek denetim kanitina karar verir. (Bkz. Parag. A33-A34)
Onceki denetimlerden elde edilen denetim kanitinin kullanilmas1

13. Denet¢i, kontrollerin ¢aligma etkinligi hakkinda ge¢mis denetimlerde elde edilen denetim
kanitinin kullanilmasinin uygun olup olmadigma ve uygunsa kontroliin tekrar test
edilmesinden dnce gegebilecek siirenin uzunluguna karar verirken sunlar1 dikkate alir:

(a) Kontrol ortami, kurulusun kontrolleri izlemesi dahil olmak iizere baska i¢ kontrol
Ogelerinin ve kurulusun risk degerlendirme siirecinin etkinligi.

(b) Kontroliin maniiel mi yoksa otomatik mi oldugu gibi kontrole ait o6zelliklerden
kaynaklanan riskler.

(c) Genel BT kontrollerinin etkinligi.

(d) Kontroliin uygulanis1 konusunda gegmis denetimlerde belirlenen sapmalarin niteligi ve
kapsami dahil olmak {iizere kontroliin etkinligi ve kurulus tarafindan uygulanisi;
kontroliin uygulanisin1 6nemli Olciide etkileyen personel degisikliklerinin meydana
gelip gelmedigi.

(e) Belli bir kontrolde degisiklik olmamasinin, degisen kosullar nedeniyle risk teskil edip
etmedigi.
(f) Kontrollere ne derece giivenildigi ve 6nemli yanlig bildirim riskleri. (Bkz. Parag. A35)

14. Denetgi, belli kontrollerin ¢aligma etkinligi hakkinda geg¢mis denetimlerde elde edilen
denetim kanitim1 kullanmay1 planlamasi halinde gegmis denetimin sonrasinda s6z konusu
kontrollerde onemli degisiklikler meydana gelip gelmedigi hakkinda denetim kaniti elde
ederek s6z konusu kanitin konuyla ilgisinin devam ettigini ortaya koyar. Denetci, sz konusu
kontrollere dair bildiklerini teyit etmek amaciyla bu kaniti gozlem veya incelemeyle birlikte
bilgi alma yoluyla elde eder ve

(a) Denetci, gecmis denetimde elde edilen denetim kanitinin konuyla ilgisini etkileyen
degisiklikler meydana gelmisse kontrolleri mevcut denetimde test eder. (Bkz. Parag.
A36)

(b) Denetgi, bu tiir degisikliklerin meydana gelmemis olmas1 halinde kontrolleri en az her
iic denetimde bir kere test eder. Ancak, denet¢i, sonraki iki denetim déneminde giiven
duyulan kontrollerin testinin hi¢ yapilmamasi durumunu onlemek amaciyla bazi
kontrolleri her denetimde test eder. (Bkz. Parag. A37-A39)

Onemli riskler iizerindeki kontroller

15. Denetci, 6nemli olduguna karar verdigi bir riski ele alan kontrollere giivenmeyi planliyorsa
bu kontrolleri mevcut denetimde test eder.
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Evaluating the Operating Effectiveness of Controls

16. When evaluating the operating effectiveness of relevant controls, the auditor shall evaluate
whether misstatements that have been detected by substantive procedures indicate that
controls are not operating effectively. The absence of misstatements detected by substantive
procedures, however, does not provide audit evidence that controls related to the assertion
being tested are effective. (Ref: Para. A40)

17. If deviations from controls upon which the auditor intends to rely are detected, the auditor
shall make specific inquiries to understand these matters and their potential consequences,
and shall determine whether: (Ref: Para. A41)

(a) The tests of controls that have been performed provide an appropriate basis for reliance
on the controls;

(b) Additional tests of controls are necessary; or

(c) The potential risks of misstatement need to be addressed using substantive procedures.
Substantive Procedures

18. Irrespective of the assessed risks of material misstatement, the auditor shall design and
perform substantive procedures for each material class of transactions, account balance, and
disclosure. (Ref: Para. A42-A47)

19. The auditor shall consider whether external confirmation procedures are to be performed as
substantive audit procedures. (Ref: Para. A48-A51)
Substantive Procedures Related to the Financial Statement Closing Process
20. The auditor's substantive procedures shall include the following audit procedures related to
the financial statement closing process:

(a) Agreeing or reconciling the financial statements with the underlying accounting records;
and

(b) Examining material journal entries and other adjustments made during the course of
preparing the financial statements. (Ref: Para. A52)

Substantive Procedures Responsive to Significant Risks

21. If the auditor has determined that an assessed risk of material misstatement at the assertion
level is a significant risk, the auditor shall perform substantive procedures that are
specifically responsive to that risk. When the approach to a significant risk consists only of
substantive procedures, those procedures shall include tests of details. (Ref: Para. A53)

Timing of Substantive Procedures
22. If substantive procedures are performed at an interim date, the auditor shall cover the
remaining period by performing:
(a) substantive procedures, combined with tests of controls for the intervening period; or
(b) if the auditor determines that it is sufficient, further substantive procedures only,

that provide a reasonable basis for extending the audit conclusions from the interim date to
the period end. (Ref: Para. A54-A57)
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Kontrollerin Caligma Etkinliginin Degerlendirilmesi

16. Denetci, ilgili kontrollerin ¢alisma etkinligini degerlendirirken maddi dogrulama
prosediirleriyle tespit edilen yanlis bildirimlerin, kontrollerin etkin ¢alismadigina isaret edip
etmedigini degerlendirir. Ancak maddi dogrulama prosediirleri sonucunda tespit edilen
yanlig bildirim olmamasi, test edilen hedefle ilgili kontrollerin etkin olduguna dair denetim
kanit1 saglamaz. (Bkz. Parag. A40)

17. Denet¢inin giivenmeyi tasarladigi kontrollerden sapmalar oldugunun tespit edilmesi halinde
denetei; bu konular1 ve muhtemel sonuglarini anlamak igin 6zel sorgulamalar gergeklestirir
ve agagidaki hususlara karar verir:(Bkz. Parag. A41)

(a) Kontroller iizerinde yapilan testlerin, kontrollere giivenmek i¢in uygun temel saglayip
saglamadigi,

(b) Kontroller iizerinde ek testlerin yapilmasinin gerekip gerekmedigi veya
(c) Olasi yanlig bildirim risklerinin maddi dogrulama testleri kullanilarak ele alinmasi
gerekip gerekmedigi.
Maddi Dogrulama Prosediirleri

18. Denetgi, etkisi degerlendirilmis yanlig bildirim risklerinden bagimsiz olarak 6nemli her islem
smifi, hesap bakiyesi ve aciklama i¢in maddi dogrulama prosediirleri tasarlar ve uygular.
(Bkz. Parag. A42-A47)

19. Denet¢i, maddi dogrulama prosediirleri olarak dis teyit prosediirleri uygulanip

uygulanmayacagini degerlendirir. (Bkz. Parag. A48-A51)
Mali Tablolarm Kapanis Siireciyle Ilgili Maddi Dogrulama Prosediirleri

20. Denet¢inin maddi dogrulama prosediirleri, mali tablolara iliskin kapamnis siireciyle ilgili
asagidaki denetim prosediirlerini igerir:
(a) Mali tablolarin temel muhasebe kayitlariyla uygunlugu veya mutabakati ve
(b) Mali tablolarin hazirlanmasi swrasinda yapilan 6nemli yevmiye kayitlar1 ve diger

diizenlemelerin incelenmesi. (Bkz. Parag. A52)

Onemli Risklere Kars1 Uygulanan Maddi Dogrulama Prosediirleri

21. Denetgi, beyan diizeyinde etkisi degerlendirilmis 6nemli yanlis bildirim riskinin énemli bir
risk olduguna karar vermesi halinde &zellikle bu riske yanit veren maddi dogrulama
prosediirleri yiiriitir. Onemli bir riske yonelik yaklasimmn sadece maddi dogrulama
prosediirlerinden olustugu durumlarda bu prosediirler, detaylara yonelik testleri igerir. (Bkz.
Parag. A53)

Maddi Dogrulama Prosediirlerinin Zamanlamasi
22. Denet¢i, maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin ara dénemde uygulanmasi halinde denetim

sonuglarini ara ddonemden dénem sonuna kadar genisletmek i¢cin makul temel saglayan:

(a) Arada kalan donem i¢in kontroller {izerinde yapilan testlerle birlikte maddi dogrulama
prosediirleri gerceklestirerek veya

(b) Denetginin yeterli olduguna karar vermesi halinde sadece ek maddi dogrulama
prosediirleri uygulayarak

kalan donemi kapsama dahil eder. (Bkz. Parag. A54-A57)
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23. If misstatements that the auditor did not expect when assessing the risks of material
misstatement are detected at an interim date, the auditor shall evaluate whether the related
assessment of risk and the planned nature, timing, or extent of substantive procedures
covering the remaining period need to be modified. (Ref: Para. A58)

Adequacy of Presentation and Disclosure

24. The auditor shall perform audit procedures to evaluate whether the overall presentation of
the financial statements, including the related disclosures, is in accordance with the
applicable financial reporting framework. (Ref: Para. A59)

Evaluating the Sufficiency and Appropriateness of Audit Evidence

25. Based on the audit procedures performed and the audit evidence obtained, the auditor shall
evaluate before the conclusion of the audit whether the assessments of the risks of material
misstatement at the assertion level remain appropriate. (Ref: Para. A60-A61)

26. The auditor shall conclude whether sufficient appropriate audit evidence has been obtained.
In forming an opinion, the auditor shall consider all relevant audit evidence, regardless of
whether it appears to corroborate or to contradict the assertions in the financial statements.
(Ref: Para. A62)

27. If the auditor has not obtained sufficient appropriate audit evidence as to a material financial
statement assertion, the auditor shall attempt to obtain further audit evidence. If the auditor is
unable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence, the auditor shall express a qualified
opinion or disclaim an opinion on the financial statements.

Documentation

28. The auditor shall include in the audit documentation:*

(a) The overall responses to address the assessed risks of material misstatement at the
financial statement level, and the nature, timing, and extent of the further audit
procedures performed;

(b) The linkage of those procedures with the assessed risks at the assertion level; and

(¢) The results of the audit procedures, including the conclusions where these are not
otherwise clear. (Ref: Para. A63)

29. If the auditor plans to use audit evidence about the operating effectiveness of controls
obtained in previous audits, the auditor shall include in the audit documentation the
conclusions reached about relying on such controls that were tested in a previous audit.

30. The auditor's documentation shall demonstrate that the financial statements agree or
reconcile with the underlying accounting records.

kokok

' ISA 230, “Audit Documentation”, paragraphs 8-11, and paragraph A6.
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23. Denetci, ara donemde Onemli yanls bildirim risklerini degerlendirirken denet¢inin
beklemedigi yanlig bildirimlerin tespit edilmesi halinde ilgili risk degerlendirmesinin ve
kalan donemi kapsayan maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin planlanan niteligi, zamanlamas1 ve
kapsaminin degistirilmesi gerekip gerekmedigini degerlendirir. (Bkz. Parag. A58)

Sunum ve Aciklamamn Y eterliligi

24, Denetgi, ilgili agiklamalar dahil olmak iizere mali tablolarin genel sunumunun gecerli mali
raporlama ¢ergevesine uygun olup olmadigini degerlendirmek amacryla denetim prosediirleri
yiiriitiir. (Bkz. Parag. A59)

Denetim Kamtimin Yeterliliginin ve Uygunlugunun Degerlendirilmesi

25. Denetgi, denetimi tamamlamadan Once, uygulanan denetim prosediirleri ve elde edilen
denetim kanitina dayali olarak beyan diizeyindeki onemli yanlis bildirim risklerine dair
degerlendirmelerin uygun olmaya devam edip etmedigini degerlendirir. (Bkz. Parag. A60-
A61)

26. Denet¢i, yeterli ve uygun denetim kaniti elde edilip edilmedigine karar verir. Denetgi,
goriislinii olustururken mali tablolardaki beyanlara destek verdigine veya aykirt diistiigline
bakmaksizin ilgili tiim denetim kanitlarim1 dikkate alir. (Bkz. Parag. A62)

217. Denet¢i, onemli bir mali tablo beyaniyla ilgili yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 elde etmemesi
halinde ek denetim kanit1 elde etmeye ¢alisir. Denetci, yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 elde
edememesi halinde mali tablolar hakkinda sartli goriis verir veya goriis vermeyi reddeder.

Belgelendirme

28. Denetci, denetim belgelerinde sunlara yer verir:*

(a) Mali tablo diizeyinde etkisi degerlendirilmis 6nemli yanlis bildirim risklerini ele almak
icin genel yanitlar ile uygulanan ek denetim prosediirlerinin niteligi, zamanlamas1 ve
kapsamiu.

(b) Bu prosediirlerin beyan diizeyinde etkisi degerlendirilmis risklerle baglantist.

(c) Denetim sonuglarmin agik olmadigi durumlarda varilan sonuglar dahil olmak iizere
denetim prosediirlerinin sonuglar1 (Bkz. Parag. A63)

29. Kontrollerin ¢alisma etkinligi hakkinda ge¢mis denetimlerde elde edilen denetim kanitini
kullanmay1 planlamas1 halinde denetci, ge¢mis denetimde test edilen bu tiir kontrollere
giivenilmesine dair varilan neticelere denetim belgelerinde yer verir.

30. Denetginin denetim belgeleri, mali tablolarin temel muhasebe kayitlariyla uyustugunu veya
mutabik oldugunu gosterir.

*k%

! ISA 230, “Denetimin Belgelendirilmesi”, paragraf 8-11 ve paragraf A6.
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Application and Other Explanatory Material

Overall Responses (Ref: Para. 5)

Al. Overall responses to address the assessed risks of material misstatement at the financial
statement level may include:

e  Emphasizing to the audit team the need to maintain professional skepticism.
e  Assigning more experienced staff or those with special skills or using experts.
e  Providing more supervision.

e Incorporating additional elements of unpredictability in the selection of further audit
procedures to be performed.

e Making general changes to the nature, timing, or extent of audit procedures, for
example: performing substantive procedures at the period end instead of at an interim
date; or modifying the nature of audit procedures to obtain more persuasive audit
evidence.

A2. The assessment of the risks of material misstatement at the financial statement level, and
thereby the auditor's overall responses, is affected by the auditor's understanding of the
control environment. An effective control environment may allow the auditor to have more
confidence in internal control and the reliability of audit evidence generated internally within
the entity and thus, for example, allow the auditor to conduct some audit procedures at an
interim date rather than at the period end. Deficiencies in the control environment, however,
have the opposite effect; for example, the auditor may respond to an ineffective control
environment by:

e  Conducting more audit procedures as of the period end rather than at an interim date.
e  Obtaining more extensive audit evidence from substantive procedures.
e Increasing the number of locations to be included in the audit scope.

A3. Such considerations, therefore, have a significant bearing on the auditor's general approach,
for example, an emphasis on substantive procedures (substantive approach), or an approach
that uses tests of controls as well as substantive procedures (combined approach).

Audit Procedures Responsive to the Assessed Risks of Material Misstatement at the Assertion
Level

The Nature, Timing, and Extent of Further Audit Procedures (Ref: Para. 6)

A4. The auditor's assessment of the identified risks at the assertion level provides a basis for
considering the appropriate audit approach for designing and performing further audit
procedures. For example, the auditor may determine that:

(a) Only by performing tests of controls may the auditor achieve an effective response to
the assessed risk of material misstatement for a particular assertion;
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Uygulama ve Aciklayic1 Diger Materyaller
Genel Yamtlar (Bkz. Parag. 5)
Al.  Mali tablo diizeyinde etkisi degerlendirilmis 6nemli yanlis bildirim risklerini ele alacak genel

yanitlar, sunlari icerebilir:

e  Denetim ekibine, mesleki slipheciligin muhafaza edilmesinin 6neminin belirtilmesi.

e Daha deneyimli veya Ozel becerilere sahip c¢alisanlarin gdrevlendirilmesi veya
uzmanlardan faydalanilmasi.

e Daha fazla gozetim saglanmasi.

e  Uygulanacak ek denetim prosediirlerinin segimine, 6ngdriilemezlikle ilgili ek unsurlarin
dahil edilmesi.

e Denetim prosediirlerinin niteligi, zamanlamasi veya kapsami konusunda genel
degisiklikler yapilmasi. Ornegin maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin ara dénem yerine
donem sonunda uygulanmasi veya daha ikna edici denetim kaniti elde etmek icin
denetim prosediirlerinin niteliginin degistirilmesi.

A2.  Denetginin kontrol ortamina iliskin bilgisi, mali tablo diizeyindeki 6nemli yanlis bildirim
risklerine iligkin degerlendirmeyi ve dolayisiyla denet¢inin genel yanitlarini, etkiler. Etkin
kontrol ortami, denet¢inin i¢ kontrole ve kurulus biinyesinde iiretilen denetim kanitinin
giivenilirligine daha fazla giivenmesine imkan verebilir. Dolayisiyla denet¢inin, drnegin bazi
denetim prosediirlerini déonem sonu yerine ara donemde yiirlitmesine imkan tantyabilir.
Bununla birlikte kontrol ortamindaki zafiyetlerin ters etkisi vardir. Ornegin denetgi; etkisiz
kontrol ortamina,

e  Ara donem yerine donem sonu itibariyle daha fazla denetim prosediirii uygulayarak,
e  Maddi dogrulama prosediirleri yoluyla daha kapsamli denetim kanit1 elde ederek ve
e  Denetimin kapsaminda yer alacak is yerlerinin sayisim artirarak

yanit verebilir.

A3.  Bu nedenle bu tiir hususlarin denetginin genel yaklagimi iizerinde 6nemli etkisi vardir:
ornegin maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin vurgulanmasi (maddi dogrulama yaklagimi) veya
maddi dogrulama prosediirleriyle birlikte kontroller iizerinde yapilan testleri kullanma
yaklagimi (karma yaklagim).

Beyan Diizeyinde ve Etkisi Degerlendirilmis Onemli Yanhs Bildirim Risklerine Karsi1 Uygulanan
Denetim Prosediirleri

Ek Denetim Prosediirlerinin Niteligi, Zamanlamasi ve Kapsami (Bkz. Parag. 6)

A4.  Beyan diizeyindeki tespit edilmis risklere dair denet¢i degerlendirmesi, ek denetim
prosediirlerinin tasarlanmasi ve uygulanmasina yonelik uygun denetim yaklagimmnin
belirlenmesine yonelik temel saglar. Ornegin denetci, sunlara karar verebilir:

(a) Denetgi, belli bir beyana yonelik etkisi degerlendirilmis O6nemli yanlig bildirim
risklerine karsi yalnizca kontroller lizerinde yapilan testleri yiiriiterek etkin bir yanit
verebilir.
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(b) Performing only substantive procedures is appropriate for particular assertions and,
therefore, the auditor excludes the effect of controls from the relevant risk assessment.
This may be because the auditor's risk assessment procedures have not identified any
effective controls relevant to the assertion, or because testing controls would be
inefficient and therefore the auditor does not intend to rely on the operating
effectiveness of controls in determining the nature, timing and extent of substantive
procedures; or

(c) A combined approach using both tests of controls and substantive procedures is an
effective approach.

However, as required by paragraph 18, irrespective of the approach selected, the auditor
designs and performs substantive procedures for each material class of transactions, account
balance, and disclosure.

AS. The nature of an audit procedure refers to its purpose (that is, test of controls or substantive
procedure) and its type (that is, inspection, observation, inquiry, confirmation, recalculation,
reperformance, or analytical procedure). The nature of the audit procedures is of most
importance in responding to the assessed risks.

A6. Timing of an audit procedure refers to when it is performed, or the period or date to which
the audit evidence applies.

AT. Extent of an audit procedure refers to the quantity to be performed, for example, a sample
size or the number of observations of a control activity.

AS. Designing and performing further audit procedures whose nature, timing, and extent are
based on and are responsive to the assessed risks of material misstatement at the assertion
level provides a clear linkage between the auditor's further audit procedures and the risk
assessment.

Responding to the Assessed Risks at the Assertion Level (Ref: Para. 7(a))
Nature

A9. The auditor's assessed risks may affect both the types of audit procedures to be performed
and their combination. For example, when an assessed risk is high, the auditor may confirm
the completeness of the terms of a contract with the counterparty, in addition to inspecting
the document. Further, certain audit procedures may be more appropriate for some assertions
than others. For example, in relation to revenue, tests of controls may be most responsive to
the assessed risk of misstatement of the completeness assertion, whereas substantive
procedures may be most responsive to the assessed risk of misstatement of the occurrence
assertion.

A10. The reasons for the assessment given to a risk are relevant in determining the nature of audit
procedures. For example, if an assessed risk is lower because of the particular characteristics
of a class of transactions without consideration of the related controls, then the auditor may
determine that substantive analytical procedures alone provide sufficient appropriate audit
evidence. On the other hand, if the assessed risk is lower because of internal controls, and the
auditor intends to base the substantive procedures on that low assessment, then the auditor
performs tests of those controls, as required by paragraph 8(a). This may be the case, for
example, for a class of transactions of reasonably uniform, non-complex characteristics that
are routinely processed and controlled by the entity's information system.
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(b) Yalmzca maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin yiiriitiilmesi, belli beyanlar i¢in uygundur.
Bu nedenle denetci, kontrollerin etkisini ilgili risk degerlendirmesinin disinda birakir.
Bunun nedeni; denet¢inin risk degerlendirme prosediirlerinin, beyanla ilgili etkin
herhangi bir kontrol tespit etmemis olmasi veya kontrollerin test edilmesinin etkisiz
olmasi1 ve dolayistyla denet¢inin maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin niteligi, zamanlamasi
ve kapsamini belirlerken kontrollerin ¢alisma etkinligine giivenmeyi hedeflememesi
olabilir.

(c) Hem kontroller iizerinde yapilan testler hem de maddi dogrulama prosediirlerini
kullanan karma yaklasim, etkili bir yaklagimdir.

Bununla birlikte 18. Paragrafta belirtildigi iizere denetgi; segilen yaklagima bakmaksizin
onemli her iglem sinifi, hesap bakiyesi ve agiklama i¢in maddi dogrulama prosediirleri
tasarlar ve uygular.

AS. Denetim prosediiriiniin niteligi, s6z konusu prosediiriin amaci (yani kontroller iizerinde
yapilan testler veya maddi dogrulama prosediirii) ve tiiriinii (yani inceleme, gozlem, bilgi
alma, teyit, yeniden hesaplama, yeniden uygulama veya analitik prosediiril) ifade eder.
Denetim prosediirlerinin niteligi, etkisi degerlendirilmis risklere yanit verilmesinde c¢ok
onemlidir.

A6.  Denetim prosediiriiniin zamanlamasi; ilgili prosediiriin ne zaman uygulandig1 veya denetim
kanitinin gegerli oldugu donem veya tarihi ifade eder.

A7.  Denetim prosediiriiniin kapsami; drneklem boyutu veya bir kontrol faaliyetinin gozlem sayis1
gibi uygulanacak prosediirleri ifade eder.

AS8.  Niteligi, zamanlamas1 ve kapsami beyan diizeyinde ve etkisi degerlendirilmis 6nemli yanlis
bildirim risklerini temel alan ve bu risklere yanit veren ek denetim prosediirlerinin
tasarlanmas1 ve uygulanmasi; denet¢inin uygulayacagr ek denetim prosediirleri ve risk
degerlendirmesi arasinda net bir baglant1 saglar.

Beyan Diizeyindeki Etkisi Degerlendirilmis Risklere Yanit Verilmesi (Bkz. Parag. 7(a))
Nitelik

A9. Denetginin degerlendirdigi riskler, uygulanacak denetim prosediirlerinin hem tiiriinii hem
kombinasyonunu etkileyebilir. Ornegin etkisi degerlendirilmis risk yiiksek oldugunda
denet¢i, belgeyi incelemeye ilaveten soézlesme kosullarinin tamligimi karsi tarafla teyit
edebilir. Ayrica belli denetim prosediirleri, bazi beyanlar i¢in digerlerine kiyasla daha uygun
olabilir. Ornegin gelir s6z konusu oldugunda tamlik beyanina iliskin etkisi degerlendirilmis
yanlig bildirim riskine en iyi karsilik veren prosediir, kontroller {izerinde yapilan testler
olabilir. Ger¢eklesme beyanina iligkin etkisi degerlendirilmis yanlis bildirim riskine en iyi
karsilik veren prosediir ise maddi dogrulama prosediirleri olabilir.

A10. Bir riske iliskin yapilan degerlendirmenin gerekgeleri, denetim prosediirlerinin niteliginin
belirlenmesiyle ilgilidir. Ornegin ilgili kontrollere bakilmaksizin etkisi degerlendirilmis
riskin, islem smifinin belirli 6zellikleri nedeniyle diisiik olmasi1 halinde denet¢i; maddi
analitik inceleme tekniklerinin tek basina yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 sagladigina karar
verebilir. Diger yandan etkisi degerlendirilmis riskin i¢ kontroller nedeniyle diisiik olmas1 ve
denet¢inin maddi dogrulama prosediirlerini bu diisiik degerlendirmeye dayandirmak istemesi
halinde s6z konusu denetgi, 8(a) paragrafinin gerektirdigi tizere bu kontroller {izerinde testler
yiiriitiir. Bu durum; 6rnegin kurulusun bilisim sistemi tarafindan rutin olarak islenen ve
kontrol edilen, makul &lgiide diizenli ve basit 6zelliklere sahip islem siniflar1 i¢in gegerli
olabilir.
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Timing

All. The auditor may perform tests of controls or substantive procedures at an interim date or at
the period end. The higher the risk of material misstatement, the more likely it is that the
auditor may decide it is more effective to perform substantive procedures nearer to, or at, the
period end rather than at an earlier date, or to perform audit procedures unannounced or at
unpredictable times (for example, performing audit procedures at selected locations on an
unannounced basis). This is particularly relevant when considering the response to the risks
of fraud. For example, the auditor may conclude that, when the risks of intentional
misstatement or manipulation have been identified, audit procedures to extend audit
conclusions from interim date to the period end would not be effective.

Al12.  On the other hand, performing audit procedures before the period end may assist the auditor
in identifying significant matters at an early stage of the audit, and consequently resolving
them with the assistance of management or developing an effective audit approach to address
such matters.

Al3. In addition, certain audit procedures can be performed only at or after the period end, for
example:

e  Agreeing the financial statements to the accounting records;

e Examining adjustments made during the course of preparing the financial statements;
and

e  Procedures to respond to a risk that, at the period end, the entity may have entered into
improper sales contracts, or transactions may not have been finalized.

Al4. Further relevant factors that influence the auditor's consideration of when to perform audit
procedures include the following:

e  The control environment.

e  When relevant information is available (for example, electronic files may subsequently
be overwritten, or procedures to be observed may occur only at certain times).

e  The nature of the risk (for example, if there is a risk of inflated revenues to meet
earnings expectations by subsequent creation of false sales agreements, the auditor may
wish to examine contracts available on the date of the period end).

e  The period or date to which the audit evidence relates.
Extent

Al5. The extent of an audit procedure judged necessary is determined after considering the
materiality, the assessed risk, and the degree of assurance the auditor plans to obtain. When a
single purpose is met by a combination of procedures, the extent of each procedure is
considered separately. In general, the extent of audit procedures increases as the risk of
material misstatement increases. For example, in response to the assessed risk of material
misstatement due to fraud, increasing sample sizes or performing substantive analytical
procedures at a more detailed level may be appropriate. However, increasing the extent of an
audit procedure is effective only if the audit procedure itself is relevant to the specific risk.
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Zamanlama

All. Denet¢i, kontroller {izerinde yapilan testler veya maddi dogrulama prosediirlerini ara
doénemde veya dénem sonunda uygulayabilir. Onemli yanlis bildirim riski ne kadar yiiksekse
denet¢inin; maddi dogrulama prosediirlerini erken bir tarih yerine dénem sonuna dogru veya
dénem sonunda uygulamanin ya da denetim prosediirlerini haber vermeden veya
Ongoriilemez zamanlarda uygulamanin (6rnegin secili is yerlerinde denetim prosediirlerini
haber vermeden uygulamanin) daha etkin olduguna karar verme olasilig1 da o kadar yiiksek
olur. Bu husus, ozellikle hile risklerine karsi yapilacak isler dikkate alindiginda daha
uygundur. Ornegin kasitl yanlis bildirim veya manipiilasyon riskleri tespit edildiginde
denet¢i, ara donemde ulasilan denetim sonuglarmi dénem sonuna genelleyecek denetim
prosediirlerinin etkili olmayacagi sonucuna varabilir.

Al2. Diger yandan denetim prosediirlerinin dénem sonundan Once uygulanmasi, denetginin
onemli konular1 denetimin erken safhasinda belirlemesine ve dolayisiyla bu konulari
idarenin yardimiyla ¢oziime ulastirmasina veya bunlari ele alacak etkin bir denetim
yaklagimi gelistirmesine yardimci olabilir.

Al13. Buna ilaveten belli denetim prosedirleri, sadece donem sonunda veya sonrasinda
uygulanabilir. Ornegin:

e  Mali tablolarin muhasebe kayitlariyla uyusmasi,
e  Mali tablolarin hazirlanmasi sirasmda yapilan diizenlemelerin incelenmesi,

e Kurulusun uygun olmayan satis sozlesmeleri akdetmis olmasi veya islemlerin
sonlandirilmamis olmasi riskine kars1 donem sonunda uygulanacak prosediirler.

Al4. Denetim prosediirlerinin ne zaman uygulanacagina dair denetcinin degerlendirmesini
etkileyen ilgili diger faktorler arasinda sunlar sayilabilir:

e Kontrol ortamu.

e Konuyla ilgili bilgiye ne zaman erisilebilecegi (6rnegin elektronik dosyalarm {istiine
sonradan yazilmis olabilir veya gozlemlenecek prosediirler sadece belirli zamanlarda
gerceklesebilir).

e Riskin niteligi (6rnegin kazang¢ beklentilerini karsilamak amaciyla sonradan gercek
olmayan satig anlagmalar1 yaratilarak gelirlerin sisirilmesi riski s6z konusuysa denetgi,
donem sonunda mevcut olan sézlesmeleri incelemek isteyebilir).

e  Denetim kanitinin ilgili oldugu dénem veya tarih.
Kapsam

Al5. Gerekli olduguna karar verilen bir denetim prosediriiniin kapsami; onemlilik, etkisi
degerlendirilmis risk ve denet¢inin elde etmeyi planladigi gilivence derecesi dikkate
alindiktan sonra belirlenir. Tek bir hedefe ulasmak icin birka¢ prosediiriin birlesiminin
kullanilmasi1 halinde her prosediiriin kapsami, ayr1 bicimde degerlendirilir. Genelde 6nemli
yanlis bildirim riski arttikca denetim prosediirlerinin kapsami da genisler. Ornegin hileden
kaynaklanan etkisi degerlendirilmis Onemli yanlis bildirim riskine karsi, Orneklem
boyutlarmin genisletilmesi veya maddi analitik inceleme prosediirlerinin daha detayl1
diizeyde uygulanmasi uygun olabilir. Fakat denetim prosediiriiniin kapsaminin artirilmasi,
yalnizca denetim prosediiriiniin belirli riskle ilgili olmas1 halinde etkili olur.
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Al16. The use of computer-assisted audit techniques (CAATSs) may enable more extensive testing
of electronic transactions and account files, which may be useful when the auditor decides to
modify the extent of testing, for example, in responding to the risks of material misstatement
due to fraud. Such techniques can be used to select sample transactions from key electronic
files, to sort transactions with specific characteristics, or to test an entire population instead
of a sample.

Considerations specific to public sector entities

Al7. For the audits of public sector entities, the audit mandate and any other special auditing
requirements may affect the auditor's consideration of the nature, timing and extent of further
audit procedures.

Considerations specific to smaller entities

Al18. In the case of very small entities, there may not be many control activities that could be
identified by the auditor, or the extent to which their existence or operation have been
documented by the entity may be limited. In such cases, it may be more efficient for the
auditor to perform further audit procedures that are primarily substantive procedures. In
some rare cases, however, the absence of control activities or of other components of control
may make it impossible to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence.

Higher Assessments of Risk (Ref: Para 7(b))

A19. When obtaining more persuasive audit evidence because of a higher assessment of risk, the
auditor may increase the quantity of the evidence, or obtain evidence that is more relevant or
reliable, for example, by placing more emphasis on obtaining third party evidence or by
obtaining corroborating evidence from a number of independent sources.

Tests of Controls
Designing and Performing Tests of Controls (Ref: Para. 8)

A20. Tests of controls are performed only on those controls that the auditor has determined are
suitably designed to prevent, or detect and correct, a material misstatement in an assertion. If
substantially different controls were used at different times during the period under audit,
each is considered separately.

A21. Testing the operating effectiveness of controls is different from obtaining an understanding
of and evaluating the design and implementation of controls. However, the same types of
audit procedures are used. The auditor may, therefore, decide it is efficient to test the
operating effectiveness of controls at the same time as evaluating their design and
determining that they have been implemented.

A22. Further, although some risk assessment procedures may not have been specifically designed
as tests of controls, they may nevertheless provide audit evidence about the operating
effectiveness of the controls and, consequently, serve as tests of controls. For example, the
auditor's risk assessment procedures may have included:

e Inquiring about management's use of budgets.

e  Observing management's comparison of monthly budgeted and actual expenses.
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Al6. Bilgisayar Destekli Denetim Teknikleri’nin (BDDT) kullanilmasi, elektronik islemlerin ve
hesap dosyalarinin daha kapsamli bigimde test edilmesine imkan verebilir. Bu durum,
denet¢inin Ornegin hileden kaynaklanan onemli yanlis bildirim risklerine yanit verirken
testin kapsamini uyarlamaya karar verdigi durumlarda faydali olabilir. Bu tiir teknikler; ana
elektronik dosyalardan islem Orneklemi segilmesi, belirli 6zelliklere sahip islemlerin
smiflandirilmas1 veya tek bir Orneklem yerine tiim popiilasyonun test edilmesi icin
kullanilabilir.

Kamu kurumlarma 6zgii konular

Al17. Kamu kurumlarmin denetimleri séz konusu oldugunda denetim goérev ve yetkisi ve diger
6zel denetim gereklilikleri; ek denetim prosediirlerinin niteligi, zamanlamasi ve kapsamina
yonelik denet¢i degerlendirmesini etkileyebilir.

Kiciik ol¢ekli kuruluslara 6zgii konular

Al18. Kiiglik dlgekli kuruluslar s6z konusu oldugunda denetcinin tespit edebilecegi cok sayida
kontrol faaliyeti olmayabilir veya kontrollerin varliginin veya c¢alismasinin kurulus
tarafindan yapilan belgelendirmenin kapsami sinirlt olabilir. Bu tlir durumlarda denet¢inin
esasen maddi dogrulama prosediirleri olan ek denetim prosediirleri uygulamasi daha verimli
olabilir. Bununla birlikte bazi istisnai durumlarda kontrol faaliyetlerinin veya diger kontrol
bilesenlerinin bulunmamasi, yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 elde edilmesini imkéansiz hale
getirebilir.

Riskin Daha Yiiksek Degerlendirilmesi (Bkz. Parag. 7(b))

A19. Riskin daha yiiksek degerlendirilmesi nedeniyle daha ikna edici denetim kanit1 elde ederken
denetei; kanit miktarini artirabilir veya 6rnegin ligiincli taraf kaniti elde edilmesine daha
fazla 6nem vererek ya da bagimsiz kaynaklardan destekleyici kanitlar elde ederek daha ilgili
veya giivenilir kanit elde edebilir.

Kontroller Uzerinde Yapilan Testler
Kontroller Uzerinde Yapilan Testlerin Tasarlanmas1 ve Uygulanmasi (Bkz. Parag. 8)

A20. Kontroller lizerinde yapilan testler; yalnizca denet¢inin bir beyandaki 6nemli yanlig bildirimi
onlemeye veya tespit ederek diizeltmeye uygun sekilde tasarlanmis olduguna karar verdigi
kontroller iizerinde uygulanir. Denetlenen donemde farkli zamanlarda aslen farkli
kontrollerin kullanilmig olmasi1 halinde, her kontrol ayr sekilde degerlendirilir.

A21. Kontrollerin ¢aliyma etkinliginin test edilmesi, kontrollerin tasarim ve uygulaniginin
taninmasindan ve degerlendirilmesinden farklidir. Ancak bunlar i¢in ayni tiir denetim
prosediirleri kullanilir. Bu nedenle denetci, kontrollerin tasarimini degerlendirirken ve
uygulanmig olduklarmi belirlerken ayni zamanda bu kontrollerin calisma etkinligini test
etmenin etkili olduguna karar verebilir.

A22. Agyrica bazi risk degerlendirme prosediirleri, kontroller iizerinde yapilan testler olarak
tasarlanmamis olsa da bu prosediirler; kontrollerin ¢alisma etkinligi hakkinda denetim kanit1
saglayabilir ve dolayisiyla kontroller iizerinde yapilan testler gibi is gorebilir. Ornegin
denet¢inin risk degerlendirme prosediirleri sunlar1 igermis olabilir:

e Biitgelerin idare tarafindan nasil kullanildiginin sorgulanmasi.

e Aylik olarak biitgelenen ve gerceklesen harcamalarin idare tarafindan nasil
kiyaslandiginin izlenmesi.
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e Inspecting reports pertaining to the investigation of variances between budgeted and
actual amounts.

These audit procedures provide knowledge about the design of the entity's budgeting policies
and whether they have been implemented, but may also provide audit evidence about the
effectiveness of the operation of budgeting policies in preventing or detecting material
misstatements in the classification of expenses.

A23. In addition, the auditor may design a test of controls to be performed concurrently with a test
of details on the same transaction. Although the purpose of a test of controls is different from
the purpose of a test of details, both may be accomplished concurrently by performing a test
of controls and a test of details on the same transaction, also known as a dual-purpose test.
For example, the auditor may design, and evaluate the results of, a test to examine an invoice
to determine whether it has been approved and to provide substantive audit evidence of a
transaction. A dual-purpose test is designed and evaluated by considering each purpose of
the test separately.

A24. In some cases, the auditor may find it impossible to design effective substantive procedures
that by themselves provide sufficient appropriate audit evidence at the assertion level." This
may occur when an entity conducts its business using IT and no documentation of
transactions is produced or maintained, other than through the IT system. In such cases,
paragraph 8(b) requires the auditor to perform tests of relevant controls.

Audit Evidence and Intended Reliance (Ref: Para. 9)

A25. A higher level of assurance may be sought about the operating effectiveness of controls
when the approach adopted consists primarily of tests of controls, in particular where it is not
possible or practicable to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence only from substantive
procedures.

Nature and Extent of Tests of Controls
Other audit procedures in combination with inquiry (Ref: Para. 10(a))

A26. Inquiry alone is not sufficient to test the operating effectiveness of controls. Accordingly,
other audit procedures are performed in combination with inquiry. In this regard, inquiry
combined with inspection or reperformance may provide more assurance than inquiry and
observation, since an observation is pertinent only at the point in time at which it is made.

A27. The nature of the particular control influences the type of procedure required to obtain audit
evidence about whether the control was operating effectively. For example, if operating
effectiveness is evidenced by documentation, the auditor may decide to inspect it to obtain
audit evidence about operating effectiveness. For other controls, however, documentation
may not be available or relevant. For example, documentation of operation may not exist for
some factors in the control environment, such as assignment of authority and responsibility,
or for some types of control activities, such as control activities performed by a computer. In
such circumstances, audit evidence about operating effectiveness may be obtained through
inquiry in combination with other audit procedures such as observation or the use of CAATS.

' ISA 315, paragraph 30.
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e Biitcelenen ve gerceklesen tutarlar arasi farklarin arastirilmasiyla ilgili raporlarm
incelenmesi.

Bu denetim prosediirleri, kurulusun biit¢eleme politikalarmin tasarimi ve bu politikalarin
uygulanip uygulanmadigi hakkinda bilgi saglar. Ancak biit¢celeme politikalarinin
uygulanmasinin harcamalarin siniflandirilmasindaki 6nemli yanlis bildirimleri 6nlemek veya
tespit etmekteki etkinligi hakkinda da denetim kanit1 saglayabilir.

A23. Buna ilaveten denetci, ayni islem hakkinda detaylara yonelik testle eszamanli uygulanmak
iizere kontroller {izerinde yapilan bir test tasarlayabilir. Kontroller iizerinde yapilan testin
amaci, detaylara yonelik testin amacindan farkli olmasina ragmen bu ikisi, aym islem
hakkinda hem kontrollere hem detaylara yonelik testler yiiriitiilmesi vasitasiyla es zamanli
gerceklestirilebilir. Buna ¢ift amagli test de denir. Ornegin denetci, onaylanip
onaylanmadigini belirlemek tlizere bir faturay1 incelemek ve ilgili isleme ait maddi denetim
kanit1 saglamak amaciyla bir test tasarlayabilir ve bu testin sonuglarmi degerlendirebilir. Cift
amagli test, testin her amaci ayr1 bigimde diisiiniilerek tasarlanir ve degerlendirilir.

A24. Bazi durumlarda denetgi, beyan diizeyinde yeterli ve uygun denetim kanitini tek basina
saglayan etkin maddi dogrulama prosediirleri tasarlamanin imkansiz oldugunu gorebilir.' Bu
durum; kurulusun islemlerini BT kullanarak gergeklestirdigi ve islemlere yonelik BT
sisteminden ¢ikanlar hari¢ belge tiretilmedigi veya saklanmadig hallerde ortaya ¢ikabilir. Bu
tir durumlarda 8(b) paragrafi, denet¢inin ilgili kontroller iizerinde testler yiiriitmesini
gerektirir.

Denetim Kanit1 ve Denetim Kanitina Yonelik Giiven (Bkz. Parag. 9)

A25. Benimsenen yaklasimin esasen kontroller iizerinde yapilan testlerden olustugu hallerde,
ozellikle yalnizca maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinden yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 elde
etmenin miimkiin veya uygulanabilir olmadig1r durumlarda, kontrollerin calisma etkinligi
hakkinda daha yiiksek bir giivence diizeyi aranabilir.

Kontroller Uzerinde Yapilan Testlerin Niteligi ve Kapsami
Bilgi almayla birlikte diger denetim prosediirleri (Bkz. Parag. 10(a))

A26. Bilgi alma, kontrollerin ¢aligma etkinliginin test edilmesi ic¢in tek basma yeterli degildir.
Dolayisiyla bilgi almayla birlikte bagka denetim prosediirleri uygulanir. Bu baglamda bilgi
almanin yeniden uygulama ve incelemeyle birlikte uygulanmasi; bilgi almanin gozlemle
birlikte uygulanmasindan daha fazla giivence saglayabilir; ¢iinkii gbzlem, yalnizca yapildigi
anda gecerlidir.

A27. Bir kontroliin niteligi, bu kontroliin etkin ¢alisip ¢aligmadigi hakkinda denetim kaniti elde
etmek icin gereken prosediir tiiriinii etkiler. Ornegin calisma etkinliginin belgeyle
kanitlanmasi halinde denet¢i, calisma etkinligi hakkinda denetim kanit1 elde etmek icin bu
belgeyi incelemeye karar verebilir. Ancak bazi kontroller s6z konusu oldugunda
belgelendirme miimkiin veya ilgili olmayabilir. Ornegin kontrol ortamindaki bazi1 faktorler
(yetki ve sorumluluk tayini gibi) veya bazi kontrol faaliyeti tiirleri (bilgisayarin uyguladigi
kontrol faaliyetleri) i¢in belgelendirme bulunmayabilir. Bu tiir durumlarda ¢alisma etkinligi
hakkinda denetim kaniti, gézlem yapilmasi ve BDDT lerin kullanilmas1 gibi bagka denetim
prosediirleriyle birlikte bilgi alinmasi yoluyla elde edilebilir.

! ISA 315, paragraf 30.
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Extent of tests of controls

A28. When more persuasive audit evidence is needed regarding the effectiveness of a control, it
may be appropriate to increase the extent of testing of the control. As well as the degree of
reliance on controls, matters the auditor may consider in determining the extent of tests of
controls include the following:

e The frequency of the performance of the control by the entity during the period.

e The length of time during the audit period that the auditor is relying on the operating
effectiveness of the control.

e  The expected rate of deviation from a control.

e The relevance and reliability of the audit evidence to be obtained regarding the
operating effectiveness of the control at the assertion level.

e  The extent to which audit evidence is obtained from tests of other controls related to the
assertion.

ISA 530" contains further guidance on the extent of testing.

A29. Because of the inherent consistency of IT processing, it may not be necessary to increase the
extent of testing of an automated control. An automated control can be expected to function
consistently unless the program (including the tables, files, or other permanent data used by
the program) is changed. Once the auditor determines that an automated control is
functioning as intended (which could be done at the time the control is initially implemented
or at some other date), the auditor may consider performing tests to determine that the
control continues to function effectively. Such tests might include determining that:

e  Changes to the program are not made without being subject to the appropriate program
change controls;

e  The authorized version of the program is used for processing transactions; and

e  Other relevant general controls are effective.

Such tests also might include determining that changes to the programs have not been made,
as may be the case when the entity uses packaged software applications without modifying
or maintaining them. For example, the auditor may inspect the record of the administration
of IT security to obtain audit evidence that unauthorized access has not occurred during the
period.

Testing of indirect controls (Ref: Para. 10(b))

A30. In some circumstances, it may be necessary to obtain audit evidence supporting the effective
operation of indirect controls. For example, when the auditor decides to test the effectiveness
of a user review of exception reports detailing sales in excess of authorized credit limits, the
user review and related follow up is the control that is directly of relevance to the auditor.
Controls over the accuracy of the information in the reports (for example, the general IT-
controls) are described as “indirect” controls.

A31. Because of the inherent consistency of IT processing, audit evidence about the
implementation of an automated application control, when considered in combination with
audit evidence about the operating effectiveness of the entity's general controls (in particular,
change controls), may also provide substantial audit evidence about its operating
effectiveness.

! ISA 530, “Audit Sampling”.

Page 38/ 54 THE AUDITOR'S RESPONSES TO ASSESSED RISKS



ISSAI 1330
ISA 330

Kontroller iizerinde yapilan testlerin kapsami

A28. Bir kontroliin etkinligiyle ilgili daha ikna edici denetim kanitinin gerektigi hallerde kontrol
iizerinde yapilan testin kapsamimi genisletmek uygun olabilir. Kontrollere ne derece
giivenildiginin yanit sira denet¢inin kontroller iizerinde yapilan testlerin kapsamini
belirlerken dikkate alabilecegi konular arasinda sunlar sayilabilir:

e {lgili donemde kurulusun kontrolii uygulama siklig1.

e Denetcinin, denetim siiresi boyunca kontroliin calisma etkinligine dayandig1 siirenin
uzunlugu.

e  Kontrolden sapmaya dair beklenen oran.

e Beyan diizeyindeki kontroliin ¢aligma etkinligine iliskin elde edilecek denetim kanitinin
ihtiyaca uygunlugu ve giivenilirligi.

e  Beyanla ilgili diger kontroller {izerinde yapilan testlerden ne Sl¢lide denetim kanit1 elde
edildigi.
ISA 530", testlerin kapsami konusunda daha fazla bilgi icermektedir.

A29. BT islemlerinin yapisal tutarliligi nedeniyle otomatik bir kontrole yonelik testin kapsamini
genisletmeye gerek olmayabilir. Program (tablolar, dosyalar ve programin kullandig1 diger
daimi veriler dahil) degistirilmedigi siirece otomatik bir kontroliin tutarli bi¢imde islemesi
beklenebilir. Otomatik bir kontroliin tasarlanan sekilde ¢alistigimi belirledikten sonra (ki bu,
kontroliin ilk uygulandig1 anda veya bagka bir tarihte yapilabilir) denet¢i, kontroliin etkin
bicimde calismaya devam ettigini belirlemek i¢in testler yapmay diisiinebilir. Bu tiir testler,
sunlari i¢erebilir:

e  Programdaki degisikliklerin, uygun program degisikligi kontrollerine tabi tutularak
yapildiginin belirlenmesi;

e Islemlerin yiiriitiilmesi i¢in programin onayl1 versiyonunun kullamldiginin belirlenmesi;
e [llgili diger genel kontrollerin etkin oldugunun belirlenmesi.

Bu tiir testler, programlarda degisiklikler yapilmadiginin belirlenmesini de igerebilir. Bu
durum, kurulusun paket yazilim uygulamalarim bunlart  degistirmeksizin  veya
giincellemeksizin kullanmasi hallerinde s6z konusu olabilir. Ornegin denetgi, ilgili dSnemde
yetkisiz erisim olmadigina dair denetim kanit1 elde etmek amaciyla BT giivenligine iliskin
sistem kayitlarini inceleyebilir.

Dolayli kontrollerin test edilmesi (Bkz. Parag. 10(b))

A30. Bazi durumlarda dolayli kontrollerin ¢aligma etkinligini destekleyen denetim kanit1 elde
edilmesi gerekebilir. Ornegin denetci, yetkilendirilmis kredi smirlarim1 asan satislari
detaylandiran istisna raporlarmin kullanici tarafindan gozden gegirilmesinin etkinligini test
etmeye karar verdiginde denetciyi dogrudan ilgilendiren kontrol, kullanic1 gézden gegirmesi
ve ilgili izlemedir. Raporlardaki bilgilerin dogrulugu iizerindeki kontroller (6rnegin genel BT
kontrolleri), “dolayli” kontroller olarak tanimlanir.

A31. BT islemlerinin yapisal tutarlilig1 dolayisiyla otomatik bir uygulama kontroliiniin uygulanist
hakkindaki denetim kaniti, kurulusun genel kontrollerinin (6zellikle degisiklik
kontrollerinin) ¢alisma etkinligi hakkindaki denetim kanitiyla birlikte degerlendirildiginde,
s0z konusu kontroliin ¢aligma etkinligi hakkinda da somut denetim kanit1 saglayabilir.

! ISA 530, “Denetim Orneklemesi”.
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Timing of Tests of Controls
Intended period of reliance (Ref: Para. 11)

A32. Audit evidence pertaining only to a point in time may be sufficient for the auditor's purpose,
for example, when testing controls over the entity's physical inventory counting at the period
end. If, on the other hand, the auditor intends to rely on a control over a period, tests that are
capable of providing audit evidence that the control operated effectively at relevant times
during that period are appropriate. Such tests may include tests of the entity's monitoring of
controls.

Using audit evidence obtained during an interim period (Ref: Para. 12(b))

A33. Relevant factors in determining what additional audit evidence to obtain about controls that
were operating during the period remaining after an interim period, include:

e  The significance of the assessed risks of material misstatement at the assertion level.

e  The specific controls that were tested during the interim period, and significant changes
to them since they were tested, including changes in the information system, processes,
and personnel.

e The degree to which audit evidence about the operating effectiveness of those controls
was obtained.

e  The length of the remaining period.

e The extent to which the auditor intends to reduce further substantive procedures based
on the reliance of controls.

e  The control environment.

A34. Additional audit evidence may be obtained, for example, by extending tests of controls over
the remaining period or testing the entity's monitoring of controls.

Using audit evidence obtained in previous audits (Ref: Para. 13)

A35. In certain circumstances, audit evidence obtained from previous audits may provide audit
evidence where the auditor performs audit procedures to establish its continuing relevance.
For example, in performing a previous audit, the auditor may have determined that an
automated control was functioning as intended. The auditor may obtain audit evidence to
determine whether changes to the automated control have been made that affect its continued
effective functioning through, for example, inquiries of management and the inspection of
logs to indicate what controls have been changed. Consideration of audit evidence about
these changes may support either increasing or decreasing the expected audit evidence to be
obtained in the current period about the operating effectiveness of the controls.

Controls that have changed from previous audits (Ref: Para. 14(a))

A36. Changes may affect the relevance of the audit evidence obtained in previous audits such that
there may no longer be a basis for continued reliance. For example, changes in a system that
enable an entity to receive a new report from the system probably do not affect the relevance
of audit evidence from a previous audit; however, a change that causes data to be
accumulated or calculated differently does affect it.
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Kontroller Uzerinde Yapilan Testlerin Zamanlamasi
Hedeflenen giiven donemi (Bkz. Parag. 11)

A32. Sadece belli bir tarihi veya donemi ilgilendiren denetim kaniti, denet¢inin amaclari
acisindan, 6rnegin donem sonunda kurulusun fiziksel stok sayimi iizerindeki kontrolleri test
ederken yeterli olabilir. Diger yandan, denet¢inin bir donemi ilgilendiren bir kontrole
giivenmeyi hedeflemesi halinde, bu kontroliin s6z konusu dénemde ilgili olan zamanlarda
etkin bir bigimde calistigina dair denetim kanit1 saglayabilecek testlerin yapilmasi uygun
olacaktir. Bu tiir testler, kurulusun kontrolleri izlemeye yonelik testlerini igerebilir.

Ara donemde elde edilen denetim kanitinin kullanilmasi (Bkz. Parag. 12(b))

A33. Ara donemden sonra kalan donemde ¢alisan kontroller hakkinda hangi ek denetim kanitinin
elde edilecegine karar verilmesinde ilgili olan faktorler arasinda sunlar sayilabilir:

e Beyan diizeyinde ve etkisi degerlendirilmis 6nemli yanlig bildirim risklerinin 6nemi.

e Ara donemde test edilen belirli kontroller; kontrollerin test edilmesinden bu yana
bilisim sistemi, slirecler ve personeldeki degisiklikler dahil olmak tizere bu kontrollerde
meydana gelen énemli degisiklikler.

e  Bu kontrollerin ¢caligma etkinligi hakkinda ne derece denetim kanit1 elde edildigi.
e Kalan donemin uzunlugu.

e  Denetcinin, kontrollere duyulan giivene dayanarak ek maddi dogrulama prosediirlerini
ne kadar azaltmay1 hedefledigi.

e Kontrol ortamu.

A34. Ek denetim kaniti, 6rnegin kontroller lizerinde yapilan testler kalan doneme yayilarak veya
kurulusun kontrolleri izlemesi test edilerek elde edilebilir.

Gegmis denetimlerde elde edilen denetim kanitinin kullanilmasi (Bkz. Parag. 13)

A35. Bazi durumlarda denetgi, gegmis denetimlerden elde edilen denetim kanitlarini, bunlarin
ihtiyaca uygunlugunun devam ettigini ortaya koyan denetim prosediirlerini uygulamasi
halinde, denetim kanit1 olarak kullanabilir. Ornegin gegmis denetimi yiiriitiirken denetgi,
otomatik bir kontrolin amacma uygun sekilde calistigini belirlemis olabilir. Denetgi,
otomatik kontrolde etkin isleyisinin siirekliligini etkileyen degisikliklerin yapilip
yapilmadigini belirlemek amaciyla Ornegin idareyi sorgulayarak ve hangi kontrollerin
degistirildigini gosteren kayitlar1 inceleyerek denetim kaniti elde edebilir. Bu degisiklikler
hakkindaki denetim kanitinin dikkate alinmasi, kontrollerin c¢aligma etkinligi hakkinda
mevcut donemde elde edilmesi beklenen denetim kanitimin artirilmasini ya da azaltilmasini
destekleyebilir.

Gecmis denetimden sonra degisen kontroller (Bkz. Parag. 14(a))

A36. Degisiklikler, ge¢mis denetimlerde elde edilen denetim kamitinin ihtiyaca uygunlugunu
etkileyebilir. Oyle ki bu kanitlara dayanilmasi igin artik bir temel bulunmayabilir. Ornegin
kurulusun sistemden yeni bir rapor almasma imkan veren sistem degisiklikleri, gegmis
denetimde elde edilen denetim kanitinin ihtiyaca uygunlugunu muhtemelen etkilemezken;
verilerin farkli toplanmasina veya hesaplanmasina yol agan bir degisiklik, denetim kanitinin
ihtiyaca uygunlugunu etkiler.
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Controls that have not changed from previous audits (Ref: Para. 14(b))

A37. The auditor's decision on whether to rely on audit evidence obtained in previous audits for
controls that:

(a) have not changed since they were last tested; and
(b) are not controls that mitigate a significant risk,

is a matter of professional judgment. In addition, the length of time between retesting such
controls is also a matter of professional judgment, but is required by paragraph 14 (b) to be
at least once in every third year.

A38. In general, the higher the risk of material misstatement, or the greater the reliance on
controls, the shorter the time period elapsed, if any, is likely to be. Factors that may decrease
the period for retesting a control, or result in not relying on audit evidence obtained in
previous audits at all, include the following:

e A deficient control environment.

e  Deficient monitoring of controls.

e A significant manual element to the relevant controls.

e  Personnel changes that significantly affect the application of the control.
e  Changing circumstances that indicate the need for changes in the control.

e  Deficient general IT-controls.

A39. When there are a number of controls for which the auditor intends to rely on audit evidence
obtained in previous audits, testing some of those controls in each audit provides
corroborating information about the continuing effectiveness of the control environment.
This contributes to the auditor's decision about whether it is appropriate to rely on audit
evidence obtained in previous audits.

Evaluating the Operating Effectiveness of Controls (Ref: Para. 16-17)

A40. A material misstatement detected by the auditor's procedures is a strong indicator of the
existence of a significant deficiency in internal control.

A41. The concept of effectiveness of the operation of controls recognizes that some deviations in
the way controls are applied by the entity may occur. Deviations from prescribed controls
may be caused by such factors as changes in key personnel, significant seasonal fluctuations
in volume of transactions and human error. The detected rate of deviation, in particular in
comparison with the expected rate, may indicate that the control cannot be relied on to
reduce risk at the assertion level to that assessed by the auditor.

Substantive Procedures (Ref: Para. 18)

A42. Paragraph 18 requires the auditor to desi gn and perform substantive procedures for each
material class of transactions, account balance, and disclosure, irrespective of the assessed
risks of material misstatement. This requirement reflects the facts that: (a) the auditor's
assessment of risk is judgmental and so may not identify all risks of material misstatement;
and (b) there are inherent limitations to internal control, including management override.
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Gegmis denetimden sonra degismeyen kontroller (Bkz. Parag. 14(b))

A37. Denet¢inin,
(a) En son yapilan testten bu yana degismemis olan ve
(b) Onemli bir riski azaltan kontroller arasinda yer almayan

kontroller i¢in ge¢mis denetimlerde elde edilen denetim kanitina glivenip giivenmeme
konusundaki karar1, mesleki yargisina tabidir. Bunun yani sira, bu tiir kontrollerin tekrar test
edilmesi arasindaki zamanin uzunlugu da mesleki yargiya tabi olmakla birlikte bu testler 14
(b) paragrafi uyarinca en az her li¢ yilda bir defa yapilmalidir.

A38. Genel olarak 6énemli yanlis bildirim riski ne kadar yiiksek olursa veya kontrollere ne kadar
¢ok gilivenilirse aradan gegen siire de (varsa) o kadar kisa olacaktir. Bir kontroliin tekrar
testine yonelik siireyi azaltabilecek veya gecmis denetimlerde elde edilen denetim kanitina
hi¢ giivenilmemesiyle sonuglanabilecek faktorler sunlari igerir:

e  Kontrol ortaminin yetersiz olmasi.

e  Kontrollerin yetersiz izlenmesi.

e  Ilgili kontrollerin dnemli bir kisminin elle yapilmas.

e  Kontroliin uygulanigin1 6nemli 6l¢iide etkileyen personel degisiklikleri.

e  Kontrolde degisiklikler yapilmas1 ihtiyacina isaret eden degisen kosullar.

e  Genel BT kontrollerinin yetersiz olmasi.

A39. Denetcinin, gecmis denetimlerden elde edilmis olan denetim kanitlarma giivenmeyi
diisiindiigii cok sayida kontrol bulundugunda, her denetimde bu kontrollerden bazilarinin test
edilmesi, kontrol ortaminin etkinliginin siirdiigii hakkinda destekleyici bilgi saglar. Bu bilgi,
gecmis denetimlerden elde edilmis olan denetim kanitina glivenmenin uygun olup
olmadigina iliskin denet¢inin alacagi karara katkida bulunur.

Kontrollerin Caligma Etkinliginin Degerlendirilmesi (Bkz. Parag. 16-17)

A40. Denet¢i prosediirlerinin saptadigi énemli bir yanlg bildirim, i¢ kontrolde 6nemli bir zafiyet
olduguna dair giiglii bir gostergedir.

A41. Kontrollerin ¢aligma etkinligi kavrami, kontrollerin kurulus tarafindan uygulanig seklinde
bazi sapmalar meydana gelebilecegini kabul eder. Ongoriilen kontrollerden sapmalar
olmasinin nedeni; kilit personelde degisiklikler olmasi, iglem hacminde biiyiikk donemsel
dalgalanmalar yasanmasi1 ve insan hatas1 gibi faktorler olabilir. Tespit edilen sapma orany;
ozellikle beklenen oranla kiyaslandiginda, beyan diizeyindeki riski denetci tarafindan
degerlendirilen risk seviyesine kadar indirmek i¢in kontrole giivenilemeyecegine isaret
edebilir.

Maddi Dogrulama Prosediirleri (Bkz. Parag. 18)

A42. 18. paragraf uyarmca denetci; etkisi degerlendirilmis yanlis bildirim risklerinden bagimsiz
olarak her onemli islem sinifi, hesap bakiyesi ve agiklama i¢cin maddi dogrulama prosediirleri
tasarlar ve uygular. Bu gereklilik, su gercekleri yansitir: (a) denetginin risk degerlendirmesi;
yargisina dayalidir, dolayisiyla 6nemli yanlis bildirime ait tiim riskleri tespit edemeyebilir ve
(b) idarenin kontrolleri gegersiz kilmas1 gibi i¢ kontrole yonelik yapisal kisitlamalar bulunur.

ETKiSI DEGERLENDIRILEN RiSKLERE KARSI DENETCININ ATACAGI ADIMLAR Sayfa 43 / 54



ISSAI 1330
ISA 330

Nature and Extent of Substantive Procedures

A43.  Depending on the circumstances, the auditor may determine that:

e  Performing only substantive analytical procedures will be sufficient to reduce audit risk
to an acceptably low level. For example, where the auditor's assessment of risk is
supported by audit evidence from tests of controls.

e  Only tests of details are appropriate.

e A combination of substantive analytical procedures and tests of details are most
responsive to the assessed risks.

A44. Substantive analytical procedures are generally more applicable to large volumes of
transactions that tend to be predictable over time. ISA 520" establishes requirements and
provides guidance on the application of analytical procedures during an audit.

A45. The nature of the risk and assertion is relevant to the design of tests of details. For example,
tests of details related to the existence or occurrence assertion may involve selecting from
items contained in a financial statement amount and obtaining the relevant audit evidence.
On the other hand, tests of details related to the completeness assertion may involve selecting
from items that are expected to be included in the relevant financial statement amount and
investigating whether they are included.

A46. Because the assessment of the risk of material misstatement takes account of internal control,
the extent of substantive procedures may need to be increased when the results from tests of
controls are unsatisfactory. However, increasing the extent of an audit procedure is
appropriate only if the audit procedure itself is relevant to the specific risk.

A47. In designing tests of details, the extent of testing is ordinarily thought of in terms of the
sample size. However, other matters are also relevant, including whether it is more effective
to use other selective means of testing. See ISA 500.2

Considering Whether External Confirmation Procedures Are to Be Performed (Ref: Para. 19)

A48. External confirmation procedures frequently are relevant when addressing assertions
associated with account balances and their elements, but need not be restricted to these
items. For example, the auditor may request external confirmation of the terms of
agreements, contracts, or transactions between an entity and other parties. External
confirmation procedures also may be performed to obtain audit evidence about the absence
of certain conditions. For example, a request may specifically seek confirmation that no
“side agreement” exists that may be relevant to an entity's revenue cut-off assertion. Other
situations where external confirmation procedures may provide relevant audit evidence in
responding to assessed risks of material misstatement include:

e Bank balances and other information relevant to banking relationships.
e  Accounts receivable balances and terms.

e Inventories held by third parties at bonded warehouses for processing or on
consignment.

e  Property title deeds held by lawyers or financiers for safe custody or as security.

' ISA 520, “Analytical Procedures”.
% ISA 500, “Audit Evidence”, paragraph 10.
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Maddi Dogruluma Prosediirlerinin Niteligi ve Kapsami

A43.  Ilgili kosullara bagh olarak denetci sunlara karar verebilir:

e  Yalnizca maddi analitik inceleme teknikleri uygulamanin, denetim riskini kabul
edilebilir diisiitk bir diizeye indirmeye yeterli olduguna (6rnegin denet¢inin risk
degerlendirmesi, kontroller {izerinde yapilan testlerden elde edilen denetim kanitiyla
desteklendiginde),

e  Yalnizca detaylara yonelik testlerin uygun olduguna ve

e Maddi analitik inceleme teknikleri ile detaylara yonelik testlerin  birlikte
uygulanmasinin, etkisi degerlendirilen risklere verilecek en iyi karsilik olduguna.

A44. Maddi analitik inceleme teknikleri, zaman i¢inde tahmin edilebilen biiyiik hacimli iglemlerde
genelde daha ¢ok uygulanabilir. ISA 520", denetim sirasinda analitik inceleme tekniklerinin
uygulanmasina dair gereklilikleri ortaya koyar ve rehberlik saglar.

A45. Risk ve beyanin niteligi, detaylara yonelik testlerin tasarimyla ilgilidir. Ornegin mevcudiyet
beyan1 veya gergeklesme beyanina iliskin detaylara yonelik testler, mali tablodaki tutarin
kapsadigi kalemler arasindan se¢im yapilarak ilgili denetim kanit1 elde edilmesini
kapsayabilir. Tamlik beyanina iliskin detaylara yonelik testler ise, ilgili mali tablodaki
tutarda yer almasi beklenen kalemler arasindan se¢im yapilarak bunlarin tabloya dahil edilip
edilmediginin incelenmesini kapsayabilir.

A46.  Onemli yanlis bildirim riskinin degerlendirilmesinde i¢ kontroliin dikkate aliniyor olmasi
sebebiyle, kontroller iizerinde yapilan testlerden alinan sonuglar yetersiz bulundugunda
maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin kapsaminin genisletilmesi gerekebilir. Ancak bir denetim
prosediiriiniin kapsaminin genisletilmesi, sadece bu denetim prosediiriiniin belirli riskle ilgili
olmasi1 halinde uygundur.

A47. Detaylara yonelik testlerin tasarlanmasinda testlerin kapsami, genelde drneklem biiylikligii
acisindan degerlendirilir. Ancak belli bir faaliyete yoOnelik diger test araglarinin
kullanilmasmin daha etkili olup olmadig: gibi hususlar da konuyla ilgilidir. ISA 500’¢’
bakiniz.

Dis Teyit Prosediirlerinin Uygulanip Uygulanmayacaginin Degerlendirilmesi (Bkz. Parag. 19)

A48. Dis teyit prosediirleri genelde hesap bakiyeleri ve 0gelerine iliskin beyanlarin ele alindigi
durumlarla ilgilidir. Fakat bu prosediirlerin bu kalemlerle sinirlandirilmamas: gerekir.
Ornegin denetgi, bir kurulus ve diger taraflar arasinda yapilan anlasmalar, sdzlesmeler veya
islemlerdeki kosullara iliskin dis teyit talebinde bulunabilir. Dis teyit prosediirleri, belli
kosullarin eksikligi hakkinda denetim kanit1 elde etmek amaciyla da uygulanabilir. Ornegin
yapilan bir talep, 6zellikle kurulusun gelirin doénemselligi beyamyla ilgili herhangi bir “yan
anlagma” bulunmadiginin teyit edilmesini isteyebilir. Etkisi degerlendirilmis énemli yanlis
bildirim risklerine yanit verilmesinde dis teyit prosediirlerinin ilgili denetim kanit1
saglayabilecegi diger durumlar, asagidakileri igerebilir:

e Banka bakiyeleri ve bankacilik iligkileriyle ilgili diger bilgiler.
e  Alacak hesabinin bakiyeleri ve donemleri.

e Antrepolarda, islem goérmek {izere veya sevkiyat amaciyla ii¢lincii taraflarca tutulan
stoklar.

e  Avukatlar veya finansorler tarafindan emanet veya ipotek amaciyla tutulan tapu
senetleri.

' ISA 520, “Analitik Inceleme Teknikleri”.
% ISA 500, “Denetim Kanitr”, paragraf 10.
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e Investments held for safekeeping by third parties, or purchased from stockbrokers but
not delivered at the balance sheet date.

e Amounts due to lenders, including relevant terms of repayment and restrictive
covenants.

e  Accounts payable balances and terms.

A49. Although external confirmations may provide relevant audit evidence relating to certain
assertions, there are some assertions for which external confirmations provide less relevant
audit evidence. For example, external confirmations provide less relevant audit evidence
relating to the recoverability of accounts receivable balances, than they do of their existence.

AS50. The auditor may determine that external confirmation procedures performed for one purpose
provide an opportunity to obtain audit evidence about other matters. For example,
confirmation requests for bank balances often include requests for information relevant to
other financial statement assertions. Such considerations may influence the auditor's decision
about whether to perform external confirmation procedures.

A51. Factors that may assist the auditor in determining whether external confirmation procedures
are to be performed as substantive audit procedures include:

e The confirming party's knowledge of the subject matter - responses may be more
reliable if provided by a person at the confirming party who has the requisite knowledge
about the information being confirmed.

e  The ability or willingness of the intended confirming party to respond -for example, the
confirming party:

o  May not accept responsibility for responding to a confirmation request;
May consider responding too costly or time consuming;
May have concerns about the potential legal liability resulting from responding;

May account for transactions in different currencies; or

O O O O

May operate in an environment where responding to confirmation requests is not a
significant aspect of day-to-day operations.

In such situations, confirming parties may not respond, may respond in a casual manner
or may attempt to restrict the reliance placed on the response.

e  The objectivity of the intended confirming party - if the confirming party is a related
party of the entity, responses to confirmation requests may be less reliable.

Substantive Procedures Related to the Financial Statement Closing Process (Ref: Para. 20(b))
AS52. The nature, and also the extent, of the auditor's examination of journal entries and other

adjustments depends on the nature and complexity of the entity's financial reporting process
and the related risks of material misstatement.
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e  Ugiincii taraflarca emanet olarak tutulan veya borsa acentelerinden satin alinan fakat
bilango tarihinde teslim edilmemis yatirimlar.

e lgili geri ddeme sartlar1 ve kisitlayict kosullar dahil olmak iizere borg verenlere
Odenecek tutarlar.

e Odenecek borglar hesabinin bakiyeleri ve donemleri.

A49. Dais teyitler, bazi beyanlar hakkinda ihtiyaca uygun denetim kaniti saglayabilirken bazi
beyanlara iliskin daha az ihtiyaca uygun denetim kanit1 saglar. Ornegin dis teyitler, alacaklar
hesabindaki bakiyelerin mevcudiyetine kiyasla bunlarin tahsil edilebilirligine iliskin daha az
uygun denetim kanit1 saglar.

AS50. Denetci, bir amagla uygulanan dis teyit prosediirlerinin diger konular hakkinda da denetim
kanit1 elde etme firsati sagladigina karar verebilir. Ornegin banka bakiyelerine iligkin teyit
talepleri, genelde diger mali tablo beyanlariyla ilgili bilgi taleplerini de icerir. Bu gibi
hususlar, denet¢inin dis teyit prosediirleri uygulayip uygulamama kararimi etkileyebilir.

A51. Maddi dogrulama prosediirleri olarak dis teyit prosediirlerinin uygulanip uygulanmayacagina
karar verirken denetgiye yardimci olabilecek faktorler agsagidakileri icerebilir:

e Teyit eden tarafin konuya iliskin bilgisi — Teyide iliskin alinan yanitlar, teyit eden
tarafta yer alan ve teyit edilen konuyla ilgili bilgi sahibi biri tarafindan saglanmasi
halinde daha giivenilir olabilir.

e  Teyitte bulunmasi istenen tarafin yamt verme yeterliligi veya istekliligi — Ornegin teyit
eden taraf;

o teyit talebine yanit verme sorumlulugunu kabul etmeyebilir,
yanit vermenin ¢ok maliyetli veya zaman alict oldugunu diisiinebilir,
yanit vermekten dogabilecek yasal yiikiimliiliikk hakkinda endise duyuyor olabilir,

islemleri farkli para birimlerinde agiklayabilir veya

O O O O

teyit taleplerine yanit vermenin, giinliik faaliyetlerin 6nemli bir parcasi olmadigi
bir ortamda calistyor olabilir.

Bu gibi durumlarda teyit eden taraflar; yanit vermeyebilir, iistiinkorii yanit verebilir
veya yanita duyulan giiveni sinirlandirmaya ¢aligabilir.

e  Teyitte bulunmasi istenen tarafin tarafsizligi - Teyit eden tarafin kurulusla ilgili bir taraf
olmasi halinde teyit taleplerine verilen yanitlar daha az giivenilir olabilir.

Mali Tablolara iliskin Kapanis Siireciyle Ilgili Maddi Dogrulama Prosediirleri (Bkz. Parag. 20(b))
A52.  Yevmiye kayitlar1 ve diger diizenlemelere yonelik denetginin yaptigi incelemenin niteligi ve

kapsami, kurulusun mali raporlama siirecinin niteligi ve karmasikligma ve ilgili énemli
yanlig bildirim risklerine dayanir.
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Substantive Procedures Responsive to Significant Risks (Ref: Para. 21)

AS53. Paragraph 21 of this ISA requires the auditor to perform substantive procedures that are
specifically responsive to risks the auditor has determined to be significant risks. Audit
evidence in the form of external confirmations received directly by the auditor from
appropriate confirming parties may assist the auditor in obtaining audit evidence with the
high level of reliability that the auditor requires to respond to significant risks of material
misstatement, whether due to fraud or error. For example, if the auditor identifies that
management is under pressure to meet earnings expectations, there may be a risk that
management is inflating sales by improperly recognizing revenue related to sales agreements
with terms that preclude revenue recognition or by invoicing sales before shipment. In these
circumstances, the auditor may, for example, design external confirmation procedures not
only to confirm outstanding amounts, but also to confirm the details of the sales agreements,
including date, any rights of return and delivery terms. In addition, the auditor may find it
effective to supplement such external confirmation procedures with inquiries of non-
financial personnel in the entity regarding any changes in sales agreements and delivery
terms.

Timing of Substantive Procedures (Ref: Para. 22-23)

A54. In most cases, audit evidence from a previous audit's substantive procedures provides little or
no audit evidence for the current period. There are, however, exceptions, for example, a legal
opinion obtained in a previous audit related to the structure of a securitization to which no
changes have occurred, may be relevant in the current period. In such cases, it may be
appropriate to use audit evidence from a previous audit's substantive procedures if that
evidence and the related subject matter have not fundamentally changed, and audit
procedures have been performed during the current period to establish its continuing
relevance.

Using audit evidence obtained during an interim period (Ref: Para. 22)

AS5. In some circumstances, the auditor may determine that it is effective to perform substantive
procedures at an interim date, and to compare and reconcile information concerning the
balance at the period end with the comparable information at the interim date to:

(a) Identify amounts that appear unusual;
(b) Investigate any such amounts; and

(c) Perform substantive analytical procedures or tests of details to test the intervening
period.

A56. Performing substantive procedures at an interim date without undertaking additional
procedures at a later date increases the risk that the auditor will not detect misstatements that
may exist at the period end. This risk increases as the remaining period is lengthened.
Factors such as the following may influence whether to perform substantive procedures at an
interim date:

e  The control environment and other relevant controls.

e  The availability at a later date of information necessary for the auditor's procedures.
e  The purpose of the substantive procedure.

e  The assessed risk of material misstatement.

e  The nature of the class of transactions or account balance and related assertions.
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Onemli Risklere Kars1 Uygulanan Maddi Dogrulama Prosediirleri (Bkz. Parag. 21)

AS53.  Bu ISA’nin 21. paragrafi; denet¢inin, 6zellikle 6nemli olduguna karar verdigi risklere yanit
veren maddi dogrulama prosediirleri uygulamasim gerektirir. Uygun oldugunu teyit eden
taraflardan dogrudan denet¢inin aldig1 dis teyitler seklindeki denetim kaniti; denetcinin,
hileden veya hatadan kaynaklanan 6nemli yanlis bildirim risklerine yanit vermek i¢in ihtiyag
duydugu yiiksek giivenilirlik diizeyine sahip denetim kanit1 elde etmesine yardimci olabilir.
Ornegin denetginin, idarenin kazang beklentilerini karsilama baskisi altinda oldugunu tespit
ettigi hallerde idarenin, gelir tahakkukunu engelleyen kosullara sahip satis anlagmalarina
iligkin geliri uygunsuz sekilde tahakkuk ettirilerek veya satiglar1 nakliyattan Once
faturalandirarak satiglar1 oldugundan fazla gosterme riski olabilir. Bu gibi durumlarda
denetci, 6rnegin hem 6denmemis borglar1 hem de satis anlagsmalarinin detaylarini (tarih, iade
haklar1 ve teslimat kosullar1 dahil) teyit etmek amaciyla dis teyit prosediirleri tasarlayabilir.
Buna ilaveten denet¢i; bu gibi dis teyit prosediirlerini, satig anlagmalar1 ve teslimat
kosullarindaki degisiklikler hakkinda kurulustaki mali konularla ilgisi olmayan personelden
bilgi alinmasiyla takviye etmenin etkili olacagini diistinebilir.

Maddi Dogrulama Prosediirlerinin Zamanlamasi (Bkz. Parag. 22-23)

A54. Cogu durumda gegmis denetimin maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinden elde edilen denetim
kaniti, mevcut donem i¢in ¢ok az denetim kanit1 saglar veya hi¢ denetim kaniti1 saglamaz.
Ancak bazi istisnalar vardir. Ornegin gegmis denetimde bir menkul kiymetlestirmenin
yapisina iligskin hukuki goriis alinmis ve bu yapida hi¢bir degisiklik meydana gelmemisse bu
goriis, mevcut donemde de ilgili olabilir. Bu gibi durumlarda gecmis denetimin maddi
dogrulama prosediirlerinden elde edilen denetim kanitinin kullanilmasi, s6z konusu kanit ve
ilgili konunun temelde degismemis olmasi1 ve ilgililigin siirdiigiinii ortaya koymak {iizere
mevcut donemde denetim prosediirlerinin uygulanmis olmasi halinde uygun olabilir.

Ara donemde elde edilen denetim kanitinin kullanilmasi (Bkz. Parag. 22)

AS55. Bazi durumlarda denetgi;
(a) olagandis1 goriinen tutarlar1 tespit etmek,
(b) wvarsa bu tiir tutarlar1 arastirmak ve

(c) arada kalan donemin test edilmesi i¢in maddi analitik inceleme teknikleri veya detaylara
yonelik testleri uygulamak

amaciyla ara donemde maddi dogrulama prosediirleri yiiriitmenin ve dénem sonu bakiyesiyle
ilgili bilgiyi ara donemdeki benzer bilgiyle karsilagtirarak mutabakat saglamasimin etkili
olacagina karar verebilir.

A56. Ara donemde maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin uygulanmasi ve sonraki bir tarihte ek
prosediirlerin uygulanmamasi, donem sonunda var olabilecek yanlis bildirimlerin denetci
tarafindan tespit edilememe riskini artirir. Kalan siire uzadik¢a bu risk artar. Asagidaki ve
benzeri faktorler, ara donemde maddi dogrulama prosediirleri uygulanip uygulanmayacagini
etkileyebilir:

e  Kontrol ortami ve ilgili diger kontroller.

e  Denet¢inin uygulayacagi prosedirler i¢in gerekli bilginin, daha sonraki bir tarihte elde
edilebilmesi.

e  Maddi dogrulama prosediiriiniin amaci.
e  Etkisi degerlendirilmis 6nemli yanlig bildirim riski.

e Islem sinifi veya hesap bakiyesinin niteligi ve ilgili beyanlar.
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e  The ability of the auditor to perform appropriate substantive procedures or substantive
procedures combined with tests of controls to cover the remaining period in order to
reduce the risk that misstatements that may exist at the period end will not be detected.

AS57. Factors such as the following may influence whether to perform substantive analytical
procedures with respect to the period between the interim date and the period end:

e  Whether the period end balances of the particular classes of transactions or account
balances are reasonably predictable with respect to amount, relative significance, and
composition.

o  Whether the entity's procedures for analyzing and adjusting such classes of transactions
or account balances at interim dates and for establishing proper accounting cutoffs are
appropriate.

e  Whether the information system relevant to financial reporting will provide information
concerning the balances at the period end and the transactions in the remaining period
that is sufficient to permit investigation of:

(a) Significant unusual transactions or entries (including those at or near the period
end);

(b) Other causes of significant fluctuations, or expected fluctuations that did not occur;
and

(c) Changes in the composition of the classes of transactions or account balances.
Misstatements detected at an interim date (Ref: Para. 23)

A58. When the auditor concludes that the planned nature, timing, or extent of substantive
procedures covering the remaining period need to be modified as a result of unexpected
misstatements detected at an interim date, such modification may include extending or
repeating the procedures performed at the interim date at the period end.

Adequacy of Presentation and Disclosure (Ref: Para. 24)

A59. Evaluating the overall presentation of the financial statements, including the related
disclosures, relates to whether the individual financial statements are presented in a manner
that reflects the appropriate classification and description of financial information, and the
form, arrangement, and content of the financial statements and their appended notes. This
includes, for example, the terminology used, the amount of detail given, the classification of
items in the statements, and the bases of amounts set forth.

Evaluating the Sufficiency and Appropriateness of Audit Evidence (Ref: Para. 25-27)

A60. An audit of financial statements is a cumulative and iterative process. As the auditor
performs planned audit procedures, the audit evidence obtained may cause the auditor to
modify the nature, timing or extent of other planned audit procedures. Information may come
to the auditor's attention that differs significantly from the information on which the risk
assessment was based. For example:

e The extent of misstatements that the auditor detects by performing substantive
procedures may alter the auditor's judgment about the risk assessments and may indicate
a significant deficiency in internal control.

e The auditor may become aware of discrepancies in accounting records, or conflicting or
missing evidence.
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e Dodnem sonunda var olabilecek yanlis bildirimlerin tespit edilememe riskini azaltmak
amaciyla kalan donemi kapsama almak {izere denet¢inin, uygun maddi dogrulama
prosediirleri veya kontroller iizerinde yapilan testlerle birlikte maddi dogrulama
prosediirleri uygulama yeterliligi.

A57. Asagidaki ve benzeri faktorler, ara donem ile donem sonu arasinda gecen siireye iliskin
maddi analitik inceleme teknikleri yiiriitiiliip yiiriitiilmeyecegini etkileyebilir:

e  Belirli islem siniflar1 veya hesap bakiyelerine ait donem sonu bakiyelerinin tutar, nispi
onem ve igerigi bakimindan makul 6l¢iide 6ngoriilebilir olup olmadig.

e  Kurulusun, bu tiir islem smiflar1 veya hesap bakiyelerini ara donemlerde analiz etmeye
ve diizenlemeye ve uygun muhasebe kesintileri olusturmaya yonelik prosediirlerinin
uygun olup olmadigi.

e Mali raporlamayla ilgili bilisim sisteminin, dénem sonundaki bakiyeler ve kalan
donemdeki islemler hakkinda, asagidakilerin arastirilmasina olanak taniyacak kadar
bilgi saglayip saglamayacagt:

(a) Onemli olagandis: islemler veya kayitlar (dSnem sonuna yakin olanlar ve donem
sonundakiler dahil).

(b) Onemli dalgalanmalarin diger sebepleri veya beklendigi halde gergeklesmeyen
dalgalanmalar.

(c) Islem siniflar1 veya hesap bakiyelerinin birlesimindeki degisiklikler.
Ara donemde tespit edilen yanlis bildirimler (Bkz. Parag. 23)

A58. Denetci, kalan donemi kapsayan maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin planlanan niteligi,
zamanlamasi ve kapsaminin ara donemde tespit edilen beklenmedik yanlis bildirimler
neticesinde degistirilmesi gerektigi sonucuna vardigi zaman sdz konusu degisiklikler, ara
donemde uygulanan prosediirlerin donem sonunda yinelenmesini veya genisletilmesini
icerebilir.

Sunum ve Ac¢iklamanin Yeterliligi (Bkz. Parag. 24)

A59. lgili agiklamalar dahil mali tablolarin genel sunumunun degerlendirilmesi; miinferit mali
tablolarin, mali bilgiye dair uygun smiflandirmay1 ve tanimi yansitir sekilde sunulup
sunulmadigiyla ve mali tablolarm ve eklerindeki notlarin bi¢im, diizenleme ve igerigiyle
iliskilidir. Buna 6rnegin kullanilan terminoloji, verilen detay miktari, tablolardaki kalemlerin
smiflandirilmasi ve ortaya konan tutarlarin temelleri dahildir.

Denetim Kamitinin Yeterliliginin ve Uygunlugunun Degerlendirilmesi (Bkz. Parag. 25-27)

A60. Mali tablo denetimi, birikime dayali ve yinelenen bir siiregtir. Planlanan denetim
prosediirleri uygulanirken elde edilen denetim kaniti; denet¢inin planlanan diger denetim
prosediirlerinin nitelik, zamanlama veya kapsamini degistirmesine sebep olabilir. Denetgi,
risk degerlendirmesine dayanak olusturan bilgilerden onemli Olgiide farklilik gosteren
bilgilerin farkina varabilir. Ornegin:

e  Denetginin maddi dogrulama prosediirleri uygulayarak tespit ettigi yanlis bildirimlerin
kapsami, denet¢inin risk degerlendirmeleri hakkindaki yargisini degistirebilir ve ig
kontrolde 6nemli bir zafiyet olduguna isaret edebilir.

e Denet¢i, muhasebe kayitlarinda tutarsizliklar bulundugunu veya gelisen veya eksik
kanitlar oldugunu fark edebilir.
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A61.

A62.

Analytical procedures performed at the overall review stage of the audit may indicate a
previously unrecognized risk of material misstatement.

In such circumstances, the auditor may need to reevaluate the planned audit procedures,
based on the revised consideration of assessed risks for all or some of the classes of
transactions, account balances, or disclosures and related assertions. ISA 315 contains
further guidance on revising the auditor's risk assessment."

The auditor cannot assume that an instance of fraud or error is an isolated occurrence.
Therefore, the consideration of how the detection of a misstatement affects the assessed risks
of material misstatement is important in determining whether the assessment remains
appropriate.

The auditor's judgment as to what constitutes sufficient appropriate audit evidence is
influenced by such factors as the following:

Significance of the potential misstatement in the assertion and the likelihood of its
having a material effect, individually or aggregated with other potential misstatements,
on the financial statements.

Effectiveness of management's responses and controls to address the risks.

Experience gained during previous audits with respect to similar potential
misstatements.

Results of audit procedures performed, including whether such audit procedures
identified specific instances of fraud or error.

Source and reliability of the available information.
Persuasiveness of the audit evidence.

Understanding of the entity and its environment, including the entity's internal control.

Documentation (Ref: Para. 28)

A63.

The form and extent of audit documentation is a matter of professional judgment, and is
influenced by the nature, size and complexity of the entity and its internal control,
availability of information from the entity and the audit methodology and technology used in
the audit.

' ISA 315, paragraph 31.
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Denetimin genel gézden gecirme asamasinda uygulanan analitik inceleme teknikleri,
onceden fark edilmemis bir 6nemli yanlis bildirim riskine isaret edebilir.

Bu tiir durumlarda denet¢i; islem smiflari, hesap bakiyeleri veya aciklamalar ve ilgili
beyanlarin tiimiine veya bazilarina yonelik etkisi degerlendirilmis risklere dair revize
degerlendirmeye dayali olarak planlanan denetim prosediirlerini tekrar degerlendirme
ihtiyact hissedebilir. ISA 315, denet¢inin risk degerlendirmesinin revize edilmesi hususunda
ek bilgi vermektedir.

A61. Denetci, bir hile veya hata olaymin miinferit bir olay oldugunu varsayamaz. Bu nedenle bir
yanlis bildirim tespitinin, etkisi degerlendirilmis onemli yanlig bildirim risklerini nasil
etkiledigine dair degerlendirme; ilgili degerlendirmenin uygun olmaya devam edip
etmediginin belirlenmesinde 6nemli olur.

A62. Yeterli ve uygun denetim kanitinin ne olduguna dair denet¢inin yargisi, asagidaki ve benzeri
faktorlerden etkilenir:

Olasi yanlig bildirimin, beyan i¢indeki énemi ve mali tablolar1 tek bagina veya diger
olas1 yanlig bildirimlerle birlikte 6nemli 6lglide etkileme ihtimali.

Idarenin, risklere kars1 yaptig1 islerin ve tesis ettigi kontrollerin etkinligi,.
Benzer olas1 yanlis bildirimlere iliskin gecmis denetimlerde kazanilan deneyim.

Uygulanan denetim prosediirlerinin sonuglari (bu denetim prosediirlerinin spesifik hile
veya hata olaylar1 tespit edip etmedigi dahil).

Elde edilen bilgilerin kaynag ve giivenilirligi.
Denetim kanitinin ikna ediciligi.

Kurulusun, faaliyet gosterdigi ortamin ve i¢ kontroliiniin taninmasi.

Belgelendirme (Bkz. Parag. 28)

A63. Denetim belgelerinin sekli ve kapsami; mesleki yargiya bagli olup kurulusun ve ig
kontroliiniin yapisi, kapsami ve karmasikligindan, kurulustan bilgi elde edilebilmesinden ve
denetimde kullanilan denetim metodolojisi ve teknolojisinden etkilenir.

' ISA 315, paragraf31.
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