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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) 500

Audit Evidence

Background

This Practice Note provides supplementary guidance on ISA 500 - Audit Evidence. It is read
together with the ISA. ISA 500 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 ISA.

Introduction to the ISA

ISA 500 explains what constitutes audit evidence in an audit of financial statements, and deals with
the auditor's responsibility to design and perform audit procedures to obtain sufficient appropriate
audit evidence to be able to draw reasonable conclusions on which to base the auditors opinion.

ISA 500 is applicable to all the audit evidence obtained during the course of the audit. Other ISAs
deal with specific aspects of the audit (for example ISA 315%), the audit evidence to be obtained in
relation to a particular topic (for example ISA 570%), specific procedures to obtain audit evidence (for
example ISA 520%), and the evaluation of whether sufficient appropriate audit evidence has been
obtained (for example ISA 200° and ISA 330°).

Content of the Practice Note

P1. The Practice Note provides additional guidance for public sector auditors related to:

(a) Sufficient Appropriate Audit Evidence.

Applicability of the ISA in Public Sector Auditing

P2. ISA 500 is applicable to auditors of public sector entities in their role as auditors of financial
statements.

All Practice Notes are considered together with ISSAI 1000 “General Introduction to the INTOSAI Financial Audit Guidelines”.

ISA 315, “Identifying and Assessing the Risks of Material Misstatement through Understanding the Entity and Its Environment”.

ISA 570, “Going Concern”.

ISA 520, “Analytical Procedures”.

ISA 200, “Overall Objectives of the Independent Auditor and the Conduct of an Audit in Accordance with International Standards on
Auditing”.

ISA 330, “The Auditor's Responses to Assessed Risks”.

voE W N e
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Uluslararast Denetim Standardi (ISA) 500 Uygulama Notu'

Denetim Kaniti

Arka Plan Bilgisi

Bu Uygulama Notu , “Denetim Kaniti” baglikli ISA 500’¢ iliskin ek bilgi vermektedir. Bu
Uygulama Notu, ISA ile birlikte okunmalidir. ISA 500, 15 Aralik 2009 tarihinde veya bu tarihten
sonra basglayan donemlere ait mali tablo denetimleri i¢in gecerlidir. Bu Uygulama Notu, ISA ile ayni
tarihte yiiriirliige girer.

ISA’ya Giris

ISA 500; mali tablo denetiminde denetim kanitin1 neyin olusturdugunu acgiklar ve denetginin,
gOriigiinii dayandiracagi makul sonuglara varabilmesi i¢in yeterli ve uygun denetim kaniti elde etmek
izere denetim prosediirleri tasarlama ve uygulama sorumlulugunu ele alir.

ISA 500, denetim sirasinda elde edilen tiim denetim kamitlar1 i¢in gecerlidir. Diger ISA’lar;
denetimin belli 6zelliklerini (6rnegin ISA 315%), belli bir konuya iliskin elde edilecek denetim
kanitlarini (6rnegin ISA 570%), denetim kanit1 elde etmeye yarayan belli prosediirleri (6rnegin ISA
520%) ve yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 elde edilip edilmediginin degerlendirmesini (6rnegin ISA
200° ve ISA 330°) ele alir.

Uygulama Notu’nun Icerigi

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

(a) Yeterli ve Uygun Denetim Kaniti.

Kamu Sektorii Denetimlerinde ISA’nin Uygulanabilirligi

P2. ISA 500, mali tablolarin denetgisi olarak goérev yapan kamu sektorii denetgileri igin
gecerlidir.

Tim Uygulama Notlari, ISSAI 1000 “INTOSAI Mali Denetim Rehberlerine Giris” ile birlikte degerlendirilir.

ISA 315, “Kurulusun ve Faaliyet Gosterdigi Ortamin Taninmast Yoluyla Onemli Yanhs Bildirim Risklerinin Tespiti ve
Degerlendirilmesi”.

ISA 570, “Isletmenin Siirekliligi”.

ISA 520, “Analitik Inceleme Teknikleri”.

ISA 200, “Bagimsiz Denet¢inin Genel Amaglart ve Denetimin Uluslararast Denetim Standartlarina Uygun Olarak Yiiriitiilmesi”.

ISA 330, “Etkisi Degerlendirilen Risklere Karsi Denetginin Atacagi Adimlar”.

[T

o v & ow
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Additional Guidance on Public Sector Issues

Sufficient Appropriate Audit Evidence

P3. As noted in paragraph A7 of the ISA some audit evidence is obtained by performing audit
procedures to test accounting records. Audit evidence comprises both information that
supports and corroborates management's assertions, and any information that contradicts
such assertions. In the case of financial statements in the public sector management may
often assert that transactions and events have been carried out in accordance with legislation
or proper authority. Such assertions may fall within the scope of a financial audit'. Public
sector auditors may consider ISSAT 4200°.

P4. When considering information from sources independent of the entity as referred to in
paragraph A9 of the ISA public sector auditors may consider sources as independent of the
entity even though they ultimately report to the same authority e.g. operationally
independent government agencies reporting to the same authority. The nature of
benchmarking data in the public sector may include other sources e.g. comparisons between
similar programs, or performance indicators.

P5. When considering the sources of evidence in accordance with paragraph A2 of the ISA
public sector auditors may also consider evidence obtained in performance audits or other
audit activities relevant to the entity.

Pé6. As explained in paragraph All of the ISA audit evidence obtained from previous audits
may, in certain circumstances, provide appropriate audit evidence where the auditor
performs audit procedures to establish its continuing relevance. 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.

P7. When the audit mandate includes objectives related to the regularity of transactions the
public sector auditors may need to consider the nature and timing of audit procedures as
explained in paragraph A12 of the ISA e.g. the ability to apply certain audit procedures to
establish the regularity of the transaction or the effectiveness of the controls may be
adversely affected by the passage of time.

PS. Public sector entities will usually have established internal controls designed to secure the
regularity of transactions. However, where the audited entity is responsible for giving grants
or other financial assistance to other parties, it is often the case that the regularity of the
transaction will depend, in part, on the other parties satisfying the criteria and meeting the
terms for receiving assistance. Evidence might then be required on the entity's exercise of its
responsibilities to satisfy itself about the transactions of these other parties (as demonstrated
in Appendix 1 of the Practice Note).

Po9. When considering the guidance in paragraph A13 of the ISA public sector auditors take into
ac-count that data retention requirements for public sector entities may be different as
stipulated by relevant legislation. Public sector auditors familiarize themselves with
applicable legislation in regard to retention of data.

-

Financial audit in the context of the additional guidance provided in the Practice Notes refers to audits of financial statements and
additional assertions on regularity and compliance when dealt with in association with an audit of financial statements
(Financial/Regularity audits). The ISAs deal with audits of financial statements.

? ISSAI 4200, “INTOSAI Compliance Audit Guidelines Related to Audit of Financial Statements”.
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Kamu Sektoriiyle ilgili Konularda Ek Rehberlik
Yeterli ve Uygun Denetim Kaniti
P3. ISA’nin A7 paragrafinda belirtildigi {izere bazi denetim kanitlari, muhasebe kayitlarini test

edecek denetim prosediirlerinin uygulanmasiyla elde edilir. Denetim kaniti, hem idarenin
beyanlarmi destekleyen ve kanitlayan bilgileri hem de bu beyanlarla celigsen bilgileri igerir.
Kamu sektoriindeki mali tablolar sdz konusu oldugunda idare, genellikle islem ve
etkinliklerin yasal veya idari diizenlemelere uygun olarak ger¢eklestirildigini beyan edebilir.
Bu tiir beyanlar, mali denetimin kapsamina girebilir'. Kamu sektorii denetgileri, ISSAI
4200°ii° dikkate alabilir.

P4. ISA’nin A9 paragrafinda bahsedildigi iizere kurulustan bagimsiz kaynaklardan elde edilen
bilgileri degerlendirirken kamu sektdrii denetgileri; sonugta ayn1 makama rapor verseler bile
bu kaynaklar1 kurulustan bagimsiz olarak yani ayn1 makama rapor veren, iglerinde bagimsiz
kamu kurumlar1 olarak distinebilir. Kamu sektoriinde verilerin  karsilagtirmali
degerlendirilmesinin niteligi, benzer programlar veya performans gostergeleri arasinda
yapilan karsilastirmali degerlendirmeler gibi baska kaynaklari igerebilir.

Ps. Kamu sektorii denetgileri, ISA’nin A2 paragrafina uygun olarak kanit kaynaklarini
degerlendirirken kurulusla ilgili, performans denetimleri veya diger denetim faaliyetlerinden
elde edilen kanitlar1 da dikkate alabilir.

Peé. ISA’nin All paragrafinda aciklandig1 lizere ge¢mis denetimlerden elde edilen denetim
kaniti, denet¢inin bu kanitin ilgililiginin devam ettigini ortaya koymak icin denetim
prosediirleri uyguladigi belirli kosullarda yeterli ve uygun denetim kaniti saglayabilir.
Gecmis performans denetimlerinden elde edilen kanitlar1 temel alirken kamu sektorii
denetcileri, kullanilan beyanlarn ve uygulanan testlerin mali tablo denetiminin amacina
uygun olup olmadigini degerlendirir.

P7. Denetim goérev ve yetkisinin islemlerin diizenliligiyle ilgili amaclar igerdigi durumlarda
kamu sektorii denetgileri, ISA’nin Al2 paragrafinda agiklandigi {izere denetim
prosediirlerinin niteligini ve zamanlamasini dikkate almaya ihtiya¢ duyabilir. Ornegin
islemin diizenliligini veya kontrollerin etkinligini ortaya koyma amaciyla kullanilan belirli
denetim prosediirlerini uygulama becerisi, gegen zamandan olumsuz etkilenmis olabilir.

P8. Kamu kurumlarmim genelde islemlerin diizenliligini giivenceye almak i¢in tasarlanms belli
ic kontrolleri olur. Ancak denetlenen kurulusun iiclincii taraflara hibe veya baska mali
yardimlar vermekten sorumlu oldugu durumlarda genelde iglemin diizenliligi, kismen diger
taraflarin yardim alma kriterlerini ve sartlarin1 karsilamasina dayali olacaktir. Bu durumda
diger taraflarin iglemleri hakkinda tatmin olmak amaciyla kurulusun sorumluluklarini yerine
getirdigine dair kanit gerekli olabilir (Uygulama Notu’nda EK 1’de gosterildigi sekilde).

P9. ISA’nin Al3 paragrafindaki bilgileri degerlendiritken kamu sektorii denetcileri, kamu
kurumlarinin ilgili mevzuatga 6ngdriilen veri saklama gerekliliklerinin farkli olabilecegini
dikkate alir. Kamu sektorii denetgileri, verilerin saklanmasina iligkin yiiriirliikteki mevzuat
hakkinda bilgi edinir.

! Uygulama Notlarinda yer alan ek rehberlik baglaminda mali denetim, mali tablo denetimiyle birlikte ele alindiginda diizenlilik ve
uygunluk konulu ek beyanlarin ve mali tablolarin denetimleri anlamna gelir (Mali Denetimler/Diizenlilik Denetimleri). ISA’lar, mali tablo
denetimlerini ele alir.

? ISSAI 4200, “Uygunluk Denetimi Rehberi-Mali Tablo Denetimlerine Iliskin Uygunluk Denetimi”.
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P10.
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Public sector auditors in some environments, such as a Court of Accounts environment, may
be subject to laws and regulations requiring the auditors to understand and follow precise
procedures related to rules of evidence. Public sector auditors familiarize themselves with
any such policies and procedures describing additional requirements relating to audit
evidence and that are designed to ensure compliance with applicable rules. For example,
public sector auditors operating in such an environment may need to consider the following
matters related to evidence collection:

Legislation imposing additional requirements on audit evidence;

The scope of additional requirements (i.e., are they to be imposed on every document
from the audit assignment or on specific documents relating to certain audit issues);

Additional processing, formalities or requirements to which audit evidence is subject;

The purpose of each additional requirement as regards due process of law in following
the steps of the audit; and

Any restrictions that may be placed upon audit evidence due to specific ways it has been
collected and/or produced.

AUDIT EVIDENCE
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P10. Bazi ortamlarda (6rnegin Hesap Mahkemesi gibi) kamu sektorii denetgileri, denetgilerin
kanit kurallarina iliskin kesin prosediirleri anlamasini ve izlemesini gerektiren yasal ve idari
diizenlemelere tabi olabilir. Kamu sektorii denetcileri, denetim kamitiyla ilgili ek
gereklilikleri anlatan ve yiirlirlitkteki kurallara uygunlugu saglamak i¢in tasarlanmis bu gibi
politika ve prosediirler hakkinda bilgi edinir. Ornegin bu tiir ortamlarda ¢alisan kamu sektorii
denetcilerinin kamit toplamayla ilgili asagidaki hususlar1 dikkate almas1 gerekebilir:

e  Denetim kanit1 hakkinda ek gereklilikler doguran mevzuat.

e Ek gerekliliklerin kapsami (yani denetim gorevinden elde edilen her belgeye mi
uygulanmali1 yoksa belli denetim konulariyla ilgili spesifik belgelere mi uygulanmalr).

e  Denetim kanitinin tabi oldugu ek islemler, formaliteler veya gereklilikler.

e Denetim adimlarinin takip edilmesinde hukuk kurallar1 geregince her ek gerekliligin
ilgili amaci.

e Denetim kanitinin spesifik toplanma ve/veya iiretilme sekli nedeniyle bu kanita
getirilebilecek kisitlamalar.

DENETIM KANITI Sayfa 11 /48
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Appendix: Sources of Audit Evidence Concerning management of
Risks Related to Laws and Regulations

may occur either through a
misunderstanding or
misinterpretation of the regulation
or through an error in application.

Risk Description Possible sources of audit evidence
Complexity of | The more complex the regulations Formal and documented procedures for
regulations the greater the risk of error. This the translation of statutory requirements

into operating instructions;

Formal and documented control plans
monitoring activities by scheme man-
agers;

Review reports by internal audit or
some other independent audit of
Scheme control plans and operating
manuals.

New Legislation

New legislation may require the
introduction of new
administrative and control
procedures. This may result in
errors in either the design or
operation of controls required to
ensure regularity.

Formal and documented procedures for
the translation of statutory requirements
into scheme rules. Formal control plans
and the independent review of operating
instructions and control plans may also
constitute audit evidence where
schemes are introduced following new
legislation.

International Where regulation is developed by Sources of audit evidence identified in
Schemes such institutions there is a risk connection with the complexity of
(funded by the that regulations and guidance may regulations may apply equally to such
United Nations, | be misinterpreted or omitted from funded Schemes.

EU or other internal instructions.

institutions)

Services and

Where programs are administered

Formal agreements between the entity

programs by agents, departments lose a and the agent defining control
delivered degree of direct control and may procedures to be applied in the
through third have to rely on agents to ensure administration of services;

parties compliance with authorities. Documented procedures and outcome

of management control and monitoring
of third party activities;

Reports from inspection visits by
internal audit to third parties to review
systems and procedures, including those
relevant to regularity;

An assurance or agreed upon
procedures report on payments and
receipts, or on controls over payments
and receipts, by the third party's auditor.

Page 12/ 48
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Ek: Yasal ve idari Diizenlemelerle Ilgili Risklerin Yonetimine iliskin
Denetim Kamti Kaynaklar:

o kadar biiyiik olur. Bu
durum, ya bir diizenlemenin
yanlis anlagilmasi veya
yanlig yorumlanmasiyla ya
da uygulamada bir hata
yapilmasiyla ortaya ¢ikabilir.

Risk Tamm Olas1 Denetim Kamti Kaynaklar
Diizenlemelerin | Diizenlemeler ne kadar e Yasal gerekliliklerin isletim talimatlarina
karmasikhig1 karmasik olursa hata riski de doniistirtilmesine yonelik resmi ve

belgelendirilmis prosediirler,

Program yoéneticilerinin faaliyetlerini izleyen
resmi ve belgelendirilmis kontrol planlari,

I¢ denetim tarafindan hazirlanan gozden
gecirme raporlar1 veya program kontrol
planlar1 ve isletim kilavuzlarina dair diger
bazi bagimsiz denetimler.

Yeni mevzuat

Yeni mevzuat, yeni idari
prosediirlerin ve kontrol
prosediirlerinin uygulamaya
konulmasimi gerektirebilir.
Bu durum, diizenliligi
saglamak icin gereken
kontrollerin ya tasariminda
ya da caligtirilmasinda
hatalara yol agar.

Yasal gerekliliklerin program kurallarina
doniistiiriilmesine yonelik resmi ve
belgelendirilmis prosediirler. Resmi kontrol
planlar1 ve isletim talimatlar1 ile kontrol
planlarina dair bagimsiz gézden gecirmeler
de yeni mevzuatin ardindan programlarin
uygulamaya konuldugu durumlarda denetim
kanit1 olusturabilir.

Uluslararasi Diizenlemenin bu tiir e Diizenlemelerin karmagikligi nedeniyle
programlar kuruluslar tarafindan tespit edilmis denetim kanit1 kaynaklari,
(Birlesmis gelistirildigi durumlarda bdyle finanse edilmis programlar i¢in de
Milletler, AB diizenlemeler ve rehberligin aynen gegerlidir.
veya diger yanlis yorumlanma veya
kuruluslarca kurum i¢i talimatlardan
finanse cikarilma riski vardir.
edilenler)
Ugiincii Programlarin temsilciler e Kurulus ile temsilci arasinda yapilan,
taraflarca tarafindan idare edildigi hizmetlerin idaresinde uygulanacak kontrol
verilen durumlarda birimler prosediirlerini tanimlayan resmi anlagmalar,
hizmetler ve dogrudan kontroli klgmel} e Belgelendirilmis prosediirler ve tiglincii taraf
programlar. kaybeder ve yasal ve idari faaliyetlerinin idare tarafindan kontrol
diizenlemelere uygunlugu edilmesi ve izlenmesine dair sonug,
saglamak icin temsilcilere ] L o
giivenmek zorunda kalabilir. | ® Sistem ve prosediirleri (diizenlilikle ilgili
olanlar dahil) gézden gegirmek i¢in i¢
denetimin ti¢lincii taraflara yaptig1 inceleme
ziyaretlerine ait raporlar,

e Ucgiincii tarafin denetgisinin hazirladigs,
6deme ve gelirler konulu veya 6deme ve
gelirler iizerindeki kontroller konulu bir
giivence veya lizerinde anlasmaya varilmis
prosediirler raporu.
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Risk

Description

Possible sources of audit evidence

Payments and
receipts made
on the basis of
claims or
declarations

An entity's ability to confirm
compliance with authorities may be
restricted where, for example,
criteria specified for receipt of grant
are not subject to direct
verification.

e Departmental instructions and
guidance to claimants clearly stating
criteria for making claims;

e Standard requirements for
documentation evidencing entitlement
to be submitted in support of claims
exist. (This may be a condition of
payment of grant or a requirement
once the activity supported by the
grant has been completed);

e Reports from physical inspection of
claimants' records etc. to confirm
eligibility;

e Documented procedures for assessing
the financial standing of claimants be-
fore awarding a grant and for
monitoring continuing solvency exist;

e Independent certification of the
application of grant by external
auditor.
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UYGULAMA NOTU 500

Risk

Tanm

Olas1 Denetim Kamti Kaynaklarn

Talep veya
beyan iizerine
yapilan 6deme
ve tahsilatlar

Kurulusun yasal ve idari
diizenlemelere uygunlugu teyit
etme becerisi, 6rnegin hibenin
alinmasi i¢in belirlenen kriterlerin
dogrudan dogrulamaya tabi
olmadig1 durumlarda simnirh
olabilir.

Alacak talep kriterlerini acikca belirten

birim talimatlar1 ve talep sahiplerine
yonelik kilavuzlar,

Alacak talebini desteklemek i¢in
sunulacak hakedisin var oldugunu
kanitlayan standart belgelendirme

gereklilikleri (Bu, hibe 6deme kosulu

veya hibenin destekledigi faaliyet
tamamlaninca karsilanacak bir
gereklilik olabilir),

Uygunlugu teyit etmek igin talep
sahiplerinin kayitlar vb.nin fiziki
incelemesine ait raporlar,

Hibeyi vermeden Once talep
sahiplerinin mali durumunu
degerlendirmek ve ddeme giicliniin
stirekliligi oldugunu izlemek icin
belgelendirilmis prosediirler,

Hibe bagvurusunun dis denetci
tarafindan bagimsiz sertifikasyonu.
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International Standard on Auditing (ISA) 500, “Audit Evidence™" should be read in conjunction with
ISA 200, “Overall Objectives of the Independent Auditor and the Conduct of an Audit in
Accordance with International Standards on Auditing”.
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Uluslararas1 Denetim Standardi (ISA) 500, “Denetim Kamt1”, ISA 200 “Bagimsiz Denet¢inin Genel
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Introduction
Scope of this ISA

1. This International Standard on Auditing (ISA) explains what constitutes audit evidence in an
audit of financial statements, and deals with the auditor's responsibility to design and
perform audit procedures to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence to be able to draw
reasonable conclusions on which to base the auditor's opinion.

2. This ISA is applicable to all the audit evidence obtained during the course of the audit. Other
ISAs deal with specific aspects of the audit (for example, ISA 315%), the audit evidence to be
obtained in relation to a particular topic (for example, ISA 5707), specific procedures to
obtain audit evidence (for example, ISA 520%), and the evaluation of whether sufficient
appropriate audit evidence has been obtained (ISA 200* and ISA 330°).

Effective Date

3. This ISA is effective for audits of financial statements for periods beginning on or after

December 15, 2009.
Objective

4. The objective of the auditor is to design and perform audit procedures in such a way as to
enable the auditor to obtain sufficient appropriate audit evidence to be able to draw
reasonable conclusions on which to base the auditor's opinion.

Definitions
5. For purposes of the ISAs, the following terms have the meanings attributed below:

(a) Accounting records - The records of initial accounting entries and supporting records,
such as checks and records of electronic fund transfers; invoices; contracts; the general
and subsidiary ledgers, journal entries and other adjustments to the financial statements
that are not reflected in journal entries; and records such as work sheets and
spreadsheets supporting cost allocations, computations, reconciliations and disclosures.

(b) Appropriateness (of audit evidence) - The measure of the quality of audit evidence; that
is, its relevance and its reliability in providing support for the conclusions on which the
auditor's opinion is based.

(c) Audit evidence - Information used by the auditor in arriving at the conclusions on which
the auditor's opinion is based. Audit evidence includes both information contained in the
accounting records underlying the financial statements and other information.

(d) Management's expert - An individual or organization possessing expertise in a field
other than accounting or auditing, whose work in that field is used by the entity to assist
the entity in preparing the financial statements.

ISA 315, “Identifying and Assessing the Risks of Material Misstatement through Understanding the Entity and Its Environment”.

ISA 570, “Going Concern”.

ISA 520, “Analytical Procedures”.

ISA 200, “Overall Objectives of the Independent Auditor and the Conduct of an Audit in Accordance with International Standards on
Auditing”.

ISA 330, “The Auditor's Responses to Assessed Risks”.

AW oN e
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Bu ISA’min Kapsam

1.

Bu Uluslararas1 Denetim Standardi (ISA); mali tablo denetiminde denetim kanitin1 neyin
olusturdugunu aciklar ve denet¢inin, goriisiinii dayandiracagi makul sonuglara varabilmesi
icin yeterli ve uygun denetim kaniti1 elde etmek iizere denetim prosediirleri tasarlama ve
uygulama sorumlulugunu ele alir.

Bu ISA, denetim sirasinda elde edilen tiim denetim kanitlar1 i¢in gecerlidir. Diger ISA’lar;
denetimin belli 6zelliklerini (6rnegin ISA 315%), belli bir konuya iliskin elde edilecek
denetim kanitlarin1 (6rnegin ISA 570%), denetim kanit1 elde etmeye yarayan belli prosediirleri
(6rnegin ISA 520%) ve yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 elde edilip edilmediginin
degerlendirmesini (6rnegin ISA 200" ve ISA 330°) ele alur.

Yiiriirliik Tarihi

3. Bu ISA, 15 Aralik 2009 tarihinde veya bu tarihten sonra baslayan donemlere ait mali tablo
denetimleri i¢in gegerlidir.
Amacg
4. Denet¢inin amaci; goriisiinii dayandiracagi makul sonuglara varabilmek i¢in yeterli ve uygun
denetim kanit1i elde etmesine imkin verecek denetim prosediirleri tasarlamak ve
uygulamaktir.
Tanumlar
5. Bu ISA’nin amaglarina uygun olarak asagidaki terimlere verilen anlamlar sunlardir:

(a) Muhasebe kayitlart — Acilis kayitlari ile ¢ekler ve elektronik fon transferi kayitlart gibi
dokiimanlardan olusan destekleyici belgeler; faturalar; sézlesmeler; defterikebir ve
yardimc1 defterlerle yevmiye kayitlar1 ve resmi yevmiye kayitlarina yansitilmayan mali
tablolardaki diger diizeltmeler; masraflarin dagitimini, hesaplamalari, mutabakatlar1 ve
aciklamalar1 destekleyen hesap ve islem tablolar1 gibi kayitlardir.

(b) Uygunluk (denetim kanitina iligkin) — Denetim kanitinin kalite ol¢iitiidiir; diger bir
ifadeyle denetim kanitinin, denet¢i goriigiiniin temelini olugturan denetim sonuglarina
destek saglamak konusunda ne derecede ilgili ve glivenilir oldugunu gosterir.

(c) Denetim kaniti — Denetcinin, goriisiinii dayandirdigi sonuglara varmak i¢in kullandigi
bilgilerdir. Denetim kanitlar1 hem mali tablolara temel teskil eden muhasebe
kayitlarindaki bilgileri hem de diger bilgileri igerir.

(d) Idare tarafindan calistirilan uzman — Muhasebe veya denetim disinda bir alanda
uzmanlik sahibi olan ve o alandaki c¢aligmalar1 kurulus tarafindan mali tablolarin
hazirlamasinda yardimei olarak kullanilan kisi veya kurulustur.

1

2
3
4
5

ISA 315, “Kurulusun ve Faaliyet Gosterdigi Ortamin Taninmast Yoluyla Onemli Yanhs Bildirim Risklerinin Tespiti ve

Degerlendirilmesi”.

ISA 570, “Isletmenin Siirekliligi”.

ISA 520, “Analitik Inceleme Teknikleri”.

ISA 200, “Bagimsiz Denet¢inin Genel Amaglart ve Denetimin Uluslararast Denetim Standartlarina Uygun Olarak Yiiriitiilmesi”.
ISA 330, “Etkisi Degerlendirilen Risklere Karsi Denetginin Atacagi Adimlar.”

DENETIM KANITI
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(e) Sufficiency (of audit evidence) - The measure of the quantity of audit evidence. The
quantity of the audit evidence needed is affected by the auditor's assessment of the risks
of material misstatement and also by the quality of such audit evidence.
Requirements

Sufficient Appropriate Audit Evidence

6. The auditor shall design and perform audit procedures that are appropriate in the
circumstances for the purpose of obtaining sufficient appropriate audit evidence. (Ref: Para.
Al1-A25)

Information to Be Used as Audit Evidence

7. When designing and performing audit procedures, the auditor shall consider the relevance
and reliability of the information to be used as audit evidence. (Ref: Para. A26-A33)

8. If information to be used as audit evidence has been prepared using the work of a
management's expert, the auditor shall, to the extent necessary, having regard to the
significance of that expert's work for the auditor's purposes: (Ref: Para. A34-A36)

(a) Evaluate the competence, capabilities and objectivity of that expert; (Ref:  Para.
A37-A43)

(b) Obtain an understanding of the work of that expert; and (Ref: Para. A44-A47)

(c) Evaluate the appropriateness of that expert's work as audit evidence for the relevant
assertion. (Ref: Para. A48)

9. When using information produced by the entity, the auditor shall evaluate whether the
information is sufficiently reliable for the auditor's purposes, including as necessary in the
circumstances:

(a) Obtaining audit evidence about the accuracy and completeness of the information; and
(Ref: Para. A49-A50)

(b) Evaluating whether the information is sufficiently precise and detailed for the auditor's

purposes. (Ref: Para. A51)

Selecting Items for Testing to Obtain Audit Evidence

10. When designing tests of controls and tests of details, the auditor shall determine means of
selecting items for testing that are effective in meeting the purpose of the audit procedure.
(Ref: Para. A52-A56)

Inconsistency in, or Doubts over Reliability of, Audit Evidence

11. If:

(a) audit evidence obtained from one source is inconsistent with that obtained from another;
or

(b) the auditor has doubts over the reliability of information to be used as audit evidence,

the auditor shall determine what modifications or additions to audit procedures are necessary
to resolve the matter, and shall consider the effect of the matter, if any, on other aspects of
the audit. (Ref: Para. A57)

Page 24/ 48 AUDIT EVIDENCE



ISSAI 1500
ISA 500

(e) Yeterlilik (denetim kanitina iliskin) — Denetim kaniti miktarinin 6lgiitiidiir. Ihtiyac
duyulan denetim kaniti miktari, 6nemli yanlig bildirim riskine dair denetginin
degerlendirmesinden ve bu denetim kanitlarinin kalitesinden etkilenir.

Gereklilikler

Yeterli ve Uygun Denetim Kamti

6. Denetgi, yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 elde etmek amaciyla i¢cinde bulunulan sartlara
uygun olan denetim prosediirleri tasarlar ve uygular (Bkz. Parag. A1-A25).

Denetim Kamiti Olarak Kullamlacak Bilgi

7. Denetgi, denetim prosediirlerini tasarlar ve uygularken, denetim kanit1 olarak kullanilacak
bilginin ilgili ve giivenilir olmasina dikkat eder (Bkz. Parag. A26-A33).

8. Denetim kaniti olarak kullanilacak bilginin, idare tarafindan calistirtlan uzmanin bir
caligmast kullanilarak hazirlandigi durumlarda denetci; s6z konusu ¢aligmanin denet¢inin
amagclaria yonelik 6nemi dogrultusunda gereken sekilde (Bkz. Parag. A34-A36)

(a) s0z konusu uzmanin yetkinligi, yetenekleri ve tarafsizligin1 degerlendirir, (Bkz. Parag.
A37-A43)

(b) bu uzmanin ¢alismasi hakkinda bilgi edinir ve (Bkz. Parag. A44-A47)

(c) bu uzmanin calismasinin, ilgili beyana iligkin bir denetim kanit1 olarak uygunlugunu
degerlendirir (Bkz. Parag. A48).

9. Kurulusun irettigi bilgiyi kullanmasi halinde denet¢i, mevcut kosullar altinda gerektigi
sekilde

(a) bilginin dogrulugu ve tamhg hakkinda denetim kaniti elde ederek (Bkz. Parag. A49-
A50)

(b) bilginin, denet¢inin amaglar1 agisindan yeterince kesin ve detayli olup olmadigimm
degerlendirerek (Bkz. Parag.. AS51)

bu bilginin kendi amaglar1 agisindan yeterince giivenilir olup olmadigini degerlendirir.

Denetim Kamt1 Elde Etmek Amaciyla Test Edilecek Kalemlerin Se¢ilmesi

10. Kontrollere ve detaylara yonelik testleri tasarlarken denetci; denetim prosediiriiniin amacini
yerine getirmekte etkin olan test edilecek olan kalemleri se¢me yontemlerini belirler (Bkz.
Parag. A52-A56).

Denetim Kamitimn Tutarsizhg veya Denetim Kamitinin Giivenilirligi Hakkindaki Siipheler

11. Eger
(a) bir kaynaktan elde edilen denetim kaniti, digerinden elde edilen kanitla tutarsizsa veya

(b) denetginin, denetim kamt1 olarak kullanilacak bilginin giivenilirligi hakkinda siipheleri
bulunuyorsa

denetci; konuyu ¢dzmek iizere denetim prosediirlerinde ne gibi degisiklikler veya ilaveler
yapilmas1 gerektigini belirler ve varsa konunun denetimin diger yonleri lizerindeki etkisini
degerlendirir (Bkz. Parag. A57).
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Application and Other Explanatory Material

Sufficient Appropriate Audit Evidence (Ref: Para. 6)

Al.  Audit evidence is necessary to support the auditor's opinion and report. It is cumulative in
nature and is primarily obtained from audit procedures performed during the course of the
audit. It may, however, also include information obtained from other sources such as
previous audits (provided the auditor has determined whether changes have occurred since
the previous audit that may affect its relevance to the current audit') or a firm's quality
control procedures for client acceptance and continuance. In addition to other sources inside
and outside the entity, the entity's accounting records are an important source of audit
evidence. Also, information that may be used as audit evidence may have been prepared
using the work of a management's expert. Audit evidence comprises both information that
supports and corroborates management's assertions, and any information that contradicts
such assertions. In addition, in some cases the absence of information (for example,
management's refusal to provide a requested representation) is used by the auditor, and
therefore, also constitutes audit evidence.

A2.  Most of the auditor's work in forming the auditor's opinion consists of obtaining and
evaluating audit evidence. Audit procedures to obtain audit evidence can include inspection,
observation, confirmation, recalculation, reperformance and analytical procedures, often in
some combination, in addition to inquiry. Although inquiry may provide important audit
evidence, and may even produce evidence of a misstatement, inquiry alone ordinarily does
not provide sufficient audit evidence of the absence of a material misstatement at the
assertion level, nor of the operating effectiveness of controls.

A3. As explained in ISA 200°, reasonable assurance is obtained when the auditor has obtained
sufficient appropriate audit evidence to reduce audit risk (that is, the risk that the auditor
expresses an inappropriate opinion when the financial statements are materially misstated) to
an acceptably low level.

A4, The sufficiency and appropriateness of audit evidence are interrelated. Sufficiency is the
measure of the quantity of audit evidence. The quantity of audit evidence needed is affected
by the auditor's assessment of the risks of misstatement (the higher the assessed risks, the
more audit evidence is likely to be required) and also by the quality of such audit evidence
(the higher the quality, the less may be required). Obtaining more audit evidence, however,
may not compensate for its poor quality.

A5.  Appropriateness is the measure of the quality of audit evidence; that is, its relevance and its
reliability in providing support for the conclusions on which the auditor's opinion is based.
The reliability of evidence is influenced by its source and by its nature, and is dependent on
the individual circumstances under which it is obtained.

A6. ISA 330 requires the auditor to conclude whether sufficient appropriate audit evidence has
been obtained®>. Whether sufficient appropriate audit evidence has been obtained to reduce
audit risk to an acceptably low level, and thereby enable the auditor to draw reasonable
conclusions on which to base the auditor's opinion, is a matter of professional judgment. ISA
200 contains discussion of such matters as the nature of audit procedures, the timeliness of
financial reporting, and the balance between benefit and cost, which are relevant factors
when the auditor exercises professional judgment regarding whether sufficient appropriate
audit evidence has been obtained.

' ISA 315, paragraph 9.
? ISA 200, paragraph 5.
* ISA 330, paragraph 26.
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Uygulama ve Aciklayic1 Diger Materyaller
Yeterli ve Uygun Denetim Kamt1 (Bkz. Parag. 6)
Al. Denetim kaniti, denet¢inin goriislinii ve raporunu desteklemek icin gereklidir. Denetim

kaniti, dogas1 geregi birikerek cogalir ve Oncelikli olarak denetim sirasinda uygulanan
denetim prosediirlerinden elde edilir. Ancak denetim kaniti, gegmis denetimler - (denet¢inin
bir onceki denetimden bu yana mevcut denetimi etkileyebilecek degisikliklerin olup
olmadigimi belirlemis olmasi sartiyla’) veya bir denetim firmasimin miisteri kabulii ve
devamliligina yonelik kalite kontrol prosediirleri gibi diger kaynaklardan elde edilen bilgileri
de icerebilir. Kurulusun i¢indeki ve disindaki diger kaynaklara ek olarak kurulusun
muhasebe kayitlar: da denetim kanit1 i¢in 6nemli bir kaynaktir. Buna ilaveten denetim kaniti
olarak kullanilabilecek bilgi, idare tarafindan ¢aligtirilan bir uzmanin ¢aligmalari kullanilarak
da hazirlanmig olabilir. Denetim kaniti, hem idarenin beyanlarini kanitlarla destekleyen ve
dogrulayan bilgileri hem de bu beyanlarla ¢elisen bilgileri igerir. Ayrica bazi durumlarda
bilginin yoklugu da (6rnegin idarenin, talep edilen bir beyani saglamayi reddetmesi) denetci
tarafindan kullanilir ve bu nedenle denetim kaniti teskil eder.

A2. Denet¢i goriisiiniin olusturulmasi konusunda denet¢inin yaptigr ¢aligmalarin ¢ogu, denetim
kanitinin elde edilmesi ve degerlendirilmesinden olusur. Denetim kanit1 elde etmeye yarayan
denetim prosediirleri; sorgulara ilaveten genellikle tetkik, gozlem, teyit, yeniden hesaplama,
yeniden uygulama ve analitik inceleme tekniklerinin birtakim kombinasyonlarim igerebilir.
Bilgi alma, 6nemli denetim kaniti saglamasina ve hatta yanlis bildirime ait kanitlar1 ortaya
cikarmasina ragmen genelde beyan diizeyinde 6nemli yanls bildirim bulunmadigia veya
kontrollerin ¢alisma etkinligine dair tek bagina yeterli denetim kanit1 saglamaz.

A3.  ISA 200’de’ aciklandig1 gibi denetci, denetim riskini (yani mali tablolar 6nemli derecede
yanlis bildirim igerdigi halde denetcinin uygun olmayan bir goriis ifade etmesi riski) kabul
edilebilir diistik bir diizeye indirgeyecek yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 elde ettigi zaman
makul giivence elde edilmis olur.

A4.  Denetim kanitinin yeterliligi ve uygunlugu, birbiriyle iligkilidir. Yeterlilik, denetim kanit1
miktarmin olgiitiidiir. Gerekli denetim kanitt miktari, denet¢inin yanlis bildirim risklerine
dair degerlendirmesinden (etkisi degerlendirilen riskler ne kadar yiiksek olursa o kadar fazla
denetim kanit1 gerekebilir) ve bu denetim kanitinin kalitesinden etkilenir (kalite ne kadar
yiiksek olursa o kadar az denetim kanit1 gerekebilir). Ancak daha fazla denetim kanit1 elde
edilmesi, kanitin diisiik kaliteli olmasin telafi etmeyebilir.

AS. Uygunluk, denetim kanitinin kalitesinin Olgiitiidiir; denetim kanitlarinin, denetgi goriisiine
temel olusturan sonuglarma destek saglarken ne derecede ilgili ve gilivenilir olduklarmi
gosterir. Denetim kanitinin giivenilirligi, kanitin kaynagi ve niteliginden etkilenir ve elde
edildigi miinferit kosullara baglidir.

Ab6. ISA 330, denet¢inin yeterli ve uygun denetim kaniti elde edilip edilmedigi hakkinda sonuca
varmasii gerektirir.®> Denetim riskini kabul edilebilir diisiik bir diizeye indirgemek ve
boylelikle denet¢inin goriisiinii dayandiracagi makul sonuglar ¢ikarmasini saglamak igin
yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 elde edilip edilmedigi, mesleki yargi meselesidir. ISA 200,
denetim prosediirlerinin niteligi, mali raporlamanin zamanlamas: ve fayda ile maliyet
arasindaki denge gibi denet¢inin yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1 elde edilip edilmedigine
dair mesleki yargida bulunmasi durumuyla ilgili konulara yonelik tartismalari igerir.

' ISA 315, paragraf 9.
® ISA 200, paragraf 5.
* ISA 330, paragraf 26.
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Sources of Audit Evidence

A7. Some audit evidence is obtained by performing audit procedures to test the accounting
records, for example, through analysis and review, reperforming procedures followed in the
financial reporting process, and reconciling related types and applications of the same
information. Through the performance of such audit procedures, the auditor may determine
that the accounting records are internally consistent and agree to the financial statements.

AS. More assurance is ordinarily obtained from consistent audit evidence obtained from different
sources or of a different nature than from items of audit evidence considered individually.
For example, corroborating information obtained from a source independent of the entity
may increase the assurance the auditor obtains from audit evidence that is generated
internally, such as evidence existing within the accounting records, minutes of meetings, or a
management representation.

AO9. Information from sources independent of the entity that the auditor may use as audit
evidence may include confirmations from third parties, analysts' reports, and comparable
data about competitors (benchmarking data).

Audit Procedures for Obtaining Audit Evidence

Al10. As required by, and explained further in, ISA 315 and ISA 330, audit evidence to draw
reasonable conclusions on which to base the auditor's opinion is obtained by performing:

(a) Risk assessment procedures; and
(b) Further audit procedures, which comprise:

(i) Tests of controls, when required by the ISAs or when the auditor has chosen to do
so; and

(i1) Substantive procedures, including tests of details and substantive analytical
procedures.

All. The audit procedures described in paragraphs Al14-A25 below may be used as risk
assessment procedures, tests of controls or substantive procedures, depending on the context
in which they are applied by the auditor. As explained in ISA 330, audit evidence obtained
from previous audits may, in certain circumstances, provide appropriate audit evidence
where the auditor performs audit procedures to establish its continuing relevance.

Al2. The nature and timing of the audit procedures to be used may be affected by the fact that
some of the accounting data and other information may be available only in electronic form
or only at certain points or periods in time. For example, source documents, such as purchase
orders and invoices, may exist only in electronic form when an entity uses electronic
commerce, or may be discarded after scanning when an entity uses image processing
systems to facilitate storage and reference.

Al13. Certain electronic information may not be retrievable after a specified period of time, for
example, if files are changed and if backup files do not exist. Accordingly, the auditor may
find it necessary as a result of an entity's data retention policies to request retention of some
information for the auditor's review or to perform audit procedures at a time when the
information is available.

' ISA 330, paragraph A35.
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Denetim Kanmiti Kaynaklar

A7.  Bazi denetim kanitlari; ornegin analiz ve gézden gegirme vasitasiyla muhasebe kayitlarm
test edecek denetim prosediirleri uygulanarak, mali raporlama siirecinde izlenen prosediirler
yeniden uygulanarak ve ayni bilginin ilgili tiir ve uygulamalarim uzlagtirarak elde edilir. Bu
gibi denetim prosediirlerini uygulayarak denetci, muhasebe kayitlarinin kendi i¢inde tutarl
olduguna ve mali tablolarla uyustuguna karar verebilir.

A8. Genellikle miinferit olarak degerlendirilen denetim kanitt kalemlerine kiyasla farkli
kaynaklardan elde edilen veya farkli nitelikte olan tutarli denetim kanitlarindan daha fazla
giivence elde edilir. Ornegin kurulustan bagimsiz bir kaynaktan elde edilen teyit
niteligindeki bilgi; denet¢inin muhasebe kayitlari, toplanti tutanaklar1 veya idare
beyanlarinda bulunan kanitlar gibi kurulus i¢i denetim kanitlarindan elde ettigi giivenceyi
arttirabilir.

A9.  Denetcinin denetim kaniti olarak kullanabilecegi, kurulustan bagimsiz kaynaklardan elde
edilen bilgi; iigiincii taraflarca yapilan teyitleri, analistlerin raporlarimi ve rakipler hakkinda
kiyaslanabilir verileri (karsilastirmali degerlendirme verileri) igerebilir.

Denetim Kaniti Elde Etmeye Yonelik Denetim Prosediirleri

A10. ISA 315 ve ISA 330°un gerektirdigi ve bu ISA’larda detaylica agiklandig1 iizere denetginin
goriisiinii olugturmak i¢in temel alacagi makul sonuglar c¢ikarmakta kullanacagi denetim
kaniti, asagidakiler uygulanarak elde edilir:

(a) Risk degerlendirme prosediirleri ve
(b) Asagidakileri iceren ek denetim prosediirleri:

(i) Kontroller iizerinde yapilan testler: ISA’larin gerektirdigi veya denetcinin boyle
yapmay1 tercih ettigi durumlarda uygulanir.

(i1) Maddi dogrulama prosediirleri: Bu kapsamda detaylara yonelik testler ve analitik
maddi dogrulama prosediirleri yer alir.

All. Asagida A14-A25 arasi paragraflarda tanimlanan denetim prosediirleri; denetginin bunlari
uygulayacagi kosullara bagli olarak risk degerlendirme prosediirleri, kontroller iizerinde
yapilan testler veya maddi dogrulama prosediirleri olarak kullanilabilir. ISA 330’da
aciklandigi gibi bazi durumlarda gegmis denetimlerden elde edilen denetim kaniti, denetginin
bunun konuyla ilgili olmaya devam ettigini belirlemek iizere denetim prosediirleri
uygulamas1 halinde uygun denetim kanit1 saglayabilir."

Al12. Kullamlacak denetim prosediirlerinin niteligi ve zamanlamasi, bazi muhasebe verileri ile
diger bilgilerin yalnizca elektronik ortamda veya yalnizca belli zamanlarda veya donemlerde
mevcut olmasindan etkilenebilir. Ornegin bir kurulusun elektronik ticareti kullanmasi
halinde satin alma emirleri ve faturalar gibi kaynak belgeler, yalnizca elektronik ortamda
bulunabilir veya bu kaynak belgeler, kurulusun depolama ve gondermeyi kolaylastirmak i¢in
goriintii igleme sistemlerini kullanmasi halinde tarama yapildiktan sonra atilabilir.

Al3. Baz elektronik bilgiler, drnegin dosyalarin degistirilmesi ve yedek dosyalar bulunmamasi
halinde belli bir siireden sonra geri kazanilamayabilir. Buna goére denetci, kurulusun veri
saklama politikalarinin sonucu olarak bazi bilgilerin goézden gecirmek amaciyla geri
kazanilmasint veya denetim prosediirlerinin bilginin mevcut oldugu bir déneme
uygulanmasini talep etmeyi gerekli gorebilir.

' ISA 330, paragraf A35.
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Inspection

Al4. Inspection involves examining records or documents, whether internal or external, in paper
form, electronic form, or other media, or a physical examination of an asset. Inspection of
records and documents provides audit evidence of varying degrees of reliability, depending
on their nature and source and, in the case of internal records and documents, on the
effectiveness of the controls over their production. An example of inspection used as a test of
controls is inspection of records for evidence of authorization.

Al5. Some documents represent direct audit evidence of the existence of an asset, for example, a
document constituting a financial instrument such as a stock or bond. Inspection of such
documents may not necessarily provide audit evidence about ownership or value. In
addition, inspecting an executed contract may provide audit evidence relevant to the entity's
application of accounting policies, such as revenue recognition.

Al16. Inspection of tangible assets may provide reliable audit evidence with respect to their
existence, but not necessarily about the entity's rights and obligations or the valuation of the
assets. Inspection of individual inventory items may accompany the observation of inventory
counting.

Observation

Al7. Observation consists of looking at a process or procedure being performed by others, for
example, the auditor's observation of inventory counting by the entity's personnel, or of the
performance of control activities. Observation provides audit evidence about the
performance of a process or procedure, but is limited to the point in time at which the
observation takes place, and by the fact that the act of being observed may affect how the
process or procedure is performed. See ISA 501 for further guidance on observation of the
counting of inventory.’

External Confirmation

Al18. An external confirmation represents audit evidence obtained by the auditor as a direct written
response to the auditor from a third party (the confirming party), in paper form, or by
electronic or other medium. External confirmation procedures frequently are relevant when
addressing assertions associated with certain account balances and their elements. However,
external confirmations need not be restricted to account balances only. For example, the
auditor may request confirmation of the terms of agreements or transactions an entity has
with third parties; the confirmation request may be designed to ask if any modifications have
been made to the agreement and, if so, what the relevant details are. External confirmation
procedures also are used to obtain audit evidence about the absence of certain conditions, for
example, the absence of a "side agreement" that may influence revenue recognition. See ISA
505 for further guidance.”

Recalculation

Al19. Recalculation consists of checking the mathematical accuracy of documents or records.
Recalculation may be performed manually or electronically.

' ISA 501, “Audit Evidence—Specific Considerations for Selected Items”.
> ISA 505, “External Confirmations™.
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Tetkik

Al4. Tetkik; kagit iizerinde, elektronik ortamda veya diger araglarda bulunan i¢ veya dis kaynakli
kayit veya belgelerin incelenmesini veya bir varligin fiziksel olarak incelenmesini igerir.
Kayit ve belgelerin tetkiki, bunlarm nitelik ve kaynaklarina bagh olarak farkli giivenilirlik
derecelerinde denetim kanit1 saglarken i¢ kayit ve belgelerin tetkiki s6z konusu oldugunda
giivenilirlik derecesi, kontrollerin bu kayit ve belgelerin iiretimi iizerindeki etkinligine bagl
olur. Kontroller iizerinde yapilan bir test olarak kullanilan tetkike Ornek, yetkilendirme
kanitina yonelik kayitlarin tetkikidir.

Al5. Baz belgeler, bir varligin mevcudiyetine dair dogrudan denetim kanit1 sunar. Buna 6rnek
olarak hisse senedi veya bono gibi, finansal ara¢ olan belgeler gosterilebilir. Bu gibi
belgelerin tetkiki, mutlaka miilkiyet veya deger hakkinda denetim kaniti saglamayabilir.
Ayrica taraflarca akdedilen bir sdzlesmenin tetkik edilmesi; kurulugun, gelir tahakkuku gibi
muhasebe politikalarini nasil uyguladigina iliskin denetim kanit1 saglayabilir.

Al6. Maddi varliklarin tetkiki, bu varliklarin mevcudiyetine dair glivenilir denetim kaniti
saglayabilir fakat mutlaka kurulusun haklar1 ve yiikiimliiliklerine veya varliklara deger
bicilmesine iligkin denetim kaniti saglamaz. Miinferit stok kalemlerinin tetkikine, stok
sayiminin gozlemi eslik edebilir.

Gozlem

Al7. Gozlem, bagkalar1 tarafindan uygulanan islem veya prosediiriin izlenmesidir. Denetgi
tarafindan kurulus personelinin yiiriittiigli stok sayimimin veya kontrol faaliyetlerinin
gerceklestirilmesinin gdzlemlenmesi, buna 6rnek olarak verilebilir. Gozlem, islem veya
prosediiriin performanst hakkinda denetim kaniti saglar fakat bu yontem, hem goézlemin
yapildigr zaman dilimiyle hem de denet¢i tarafindan gozlemleniyor olmanin islem veya
prosediiriin uygulanis bicimini etkileyebilecegi ger¢cegiyle siirlidir. Stok sayimi gézlemine
iliskin ek rehberlik icin ISA 501’¢ bakiniz.!

Dis Teyit

Al18. Dis teyit; tiglincii tarafin (teyit eden taraf) denetgiye, kagit izerinde veya elektronik ortamda
veya diger araglarla dogrudan yazili bir cevap gondermesi sonucu elde edilen denetim
kamtin1 ifade eder. Dis teyit prosediirleri, cogunlukla belli hesap bakiyeleri ve bunlarin
Ogelerine iligkin beyanlarin ele alindig1 durumlarda faydalidir. Ancak dis teyitlerin, yalmzca
hesap bakiyeleriyle sinirlandirilmas1 gerekmez. Ornegin denetci, kurulusun {iciincii taraflarla
arasindaki sézlesme sartlarmin veya islemlerin teyit edilmesini talep edebilir. Teyit talebi,
sozlesmede herhangi bir degisiklik olup olmadigini ve varsa ilgili detaylarin neler oldugunu
soracak sekilde tasarlanabilir. Dis teyit prosediirleri, baz1 kosullarin eksikligi hakkinda
denetim kanit1 elde etmek icin de kullanilir. Buna &rnek olarak gelirin tahakkukunu
etkileyebilecek bir “yan anlasma” olmamasi verilebilir. Ek rehberlik icin ISA 505°¢ bakiniz.?

Yeniden hesaplama

Al19. Yeniden hesaplama, belge veya kayitlarin matematiksel dogrulugunun kontrol edilmesidir.
Yeniden hesaplama, manuel veya elektronik olarak yapilabilir.

! ISA 501, “Denetim Kaniti — Belirli Konularda Dikkate Alinacak Hususlar”.
% ISA 505, “Dis Teyitler”.
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Reperformance

A20. Reperformance involves the auditor's independent execution of procedures or controls that
were originally performed as part of the entity's internal control.

Analytical Procedures

A21. Analytical procedures consist of evaluations of financial information through analysis of
plausible relationships among both financial and non-financial data. Analytical procedures
also encompass such investigation as is necessary of identified fluctuations or relationships
that are inconsistent with other relevant information or that differ from expected values by a
significant amount. See ISA 520 for further guidance.

Inquiry

A22. Inquiry consists of seeking information of knowledgeable persons, both financial and non-
financial, within the entity or outside the entity. Inquiry is used extensively throughout the
audit in addition to other audit procedures. Inquiries may range from formal written inquiries
to informal oral inquiries. Evaluating responses to inquiries is an integral part of the inquiry
process.

A23. Responses to inquiries may provide the auditor with information not previously possessed or
with corroborative audit evidence. Alternatively, responses might provide information that
differs significantly from other information that the auditor has obtained, for example,
information regarding the possibility of management override of controls. In some cases,
responses to inquiries provide a basis for the auditor to modify or perform additional audit
procedures.

A24. Although corroboration of evidence obtained through inquiry is often of particular
importance, in the case of inquiries about management intent, the information available to
support management's intent may be limited. In these cases, understanding management's
past history of carrying out its stated intentions, management's stated reasons for choosing a
particular course of action, and management's ability to pursue a specific course of action
may provide relevant information to corroborate the evidence obtained through inquiry.

A25. In respect of some matters, the auditor may consider it necessary to obtain written
representations from management and, where appropriate, those charged with governance to
confirm responses to oral inquiries. See ISA 580 for further guidance.*

Information to Be Used as Audit Evidence

Relevance and Reliability (Ref: Para. 7)

A26. As noted in paragraph Al, while audit evidence is primarily obtained from audit procedures
performed during the course of the audit, it may also include information obtained from
other sources such as, for example, previous audits, in certain circumstances, and a firm's
quality control procedures for client acceptance and continuance. The quality of all audit
evidence is affected by the relevance and reliability of the information upon which it is
based.

' ISA 580, “Written Representations”.
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Yeniden uygulama

A20. Yeniden uygulama, denet¢inin aslinda kurulusun i¢ kontroliiniin bir pargasi olarak
uygulanmis olan prosediirleri veya kontrolleri bagimsiz olarak ger¢eklestirmesini igerir.

Analitik Inceleme Teknikleri

A21. Analitik inceleme teknikleri, gerek mali gerek mali olmayan veriler arasindaki makul
iligkileri analiz etmek vasitastyla mali bilginin degerlendirilmesini igerir. Analitik inceleme
teknikleri; ilgili diger bilgilerle tutarli olmayan veya beklenen degerlerden 6nemli miktarda
farkli olan, saptanmig dalgalanmalar veya iligkilerin gerektirdigi incelemeleri de igerir. Ek
rehberlik i¢in ISA 520’ye bakiniz.

Bilgi Alma

A22. Bilgi alma, kurulus i¢inde veya diginda bilgi sahibi kisilerin gerek mali gerek mali olmayan
konularda bilgisine bagvurmay1 kapsar. Bilgi alma, diger denetim prosediirlerine ilaveten
denetim boyunca kapsamli olarak kullanilir. Resmi yazili bilgi alma veya resmi olmayan
sOzlIu bilgi alma bigiminde olabilir. Verilen yanitlarin degerlendirilmesi, bilgi alma isleminin
ayrilmaz bir pargasidir.

A23. Bilgi alma sonucunda verilen yamitlar, denetgiye dnceden sahip olmadig1 bir bilgi veya teyit
niteliginde bir denetim kaniti1 saglayabilir. Verilen yanitlar, denet¢inin elde ettigi diger
bilgilerden kayda deger bicimde farkli olan bilgiler de saglayabilir. Idarenin kontrolleri
gecersiz kilmasi olasiliina iligkin bilgiler, buna 6rnek olarak verilebilir. Bazi durumlarda
verilen yanitlar, denet¢inin denetim prosediirlerinde degisiklik yapmasi veya ek denetim
prosediirleri uygulamasi i¢in dayanak olusturur.

A24. Bilgi alma yoluyla elde edilen kanitin teyit edilmesi, genelde 6zel 6neme sahip olsa da
idarenin amacina iligin sorgulamalar s6z konusu oldugunda bu amaci destekleyecek mevcut
bilgi kisitli olabilir. Bu gibi durumlarda idarenin belirtilen amaglar1 gecmiste nasil yerine
getirdigini, belli bir yol haritasi segmesinin belirtilen sebeplerini ve bu yolu izlemedeki
becerisini anlamak; bilgi alma yoluyla elde edilen kaniti1 gii¢lendirmek i¢in faydali bilgi
saglayabilir.

A25. Bazi konularda ise denet¢i, sozIlii bilgi alma siirecinde verilen yanitlar1 dogrulamak icin
idareden ve uygun olan hallerde yonetimden sorumlu olanlardan yazili bildirim almanin
gerekli oldugunu diisiinebilir. Ek rehberlik i¢in ISA 580’e bakimiz.*

Denetim Kamit1 Olarak Kullamlacak Bilgi

Ilgili ve Giivenilir Olma (Bkz. Parag. 7)

A26. Paragraf Al’de belirtildigi gibi denetim kanit1, 6ncelikli olarak denetim sirasinda uygulanan
denetim prosediirlerinden elde edilmesine ragmen, oOrnegin bazi durumlarda gec¢mis
denetimler ile bir denetim firmasinin miisteri kabulii ve devamliligina yonelik kalite kontrol
prosediirleri gibi diger kaynaklardan elde edilen bilgiyi de igerebilir. Denetim kanitinin
kalitesi, dayandirildig: bilginin ilgili ve giivenilir olmasindan etkilenir.

! ISA 580, “Yazil Bildirimler”.
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Relevance

A27.  Relevance deals with the logical connection with, or bearing upon, the purpose of the audit
procedure and, where appropriate, the assertion under consideration. The relevance of
information to be used as audit evidence may be affected by the direction of testing. For
example, if the purpose of an audit procedure is to test for overstatement in the existence or
valuation of accounts payable, testing the recorded accounts payable may be a relevant audit
procedure. On the other hand, when testing for understatement in the existence or valuation
of accounts payable, testing the recorded accounts payable would not be relevant, but testing
such information as subsequent disbursements, unpaid invoices, suppliers' statements, and
unmatched receiving reports may be relevant.

A28. A given set of audit procedures may provide audit evidence that is relevant to certain
assertions, but not others. For example, inspection of documents related to the collection of
receivables after the period end may provide audit evidence regarding existence and
valuation, but not necessarily cutoff. Similarly, obtaining audit evidence regarding a
particular assertion, for example, the existence of inventory, is not a substitute for obtaining
audit evidence regarding another assertion, for example, the valuation of that inventory. On
the other hand, audit evidence from different sources or of a different nature may often be
relevant to the same assertion.

A29. Tests of controls are designed to evaluate the operating effectiveness of controls in
preventing, or detecting and correcting, material misstatements at the assertion level.
Designing tests of controls to obtain relevant audit evidence includes identifying conditions
(characteristics or attributes) that indicate performance of a control, and deviation conditions
which indicate departures from adequate performance. The presence or absence of those
conditions can then be tested by the auditor.

A30. Substantive procedures are designed to detect material misstatements at the assertion level.
They comprise tests of details and substantive analytical procedures. Designing substantive
procedures includes identifying conditions relevant to the purpose of the test that constitute a
misstatement in the relevant assertion.

Reliability

A31. The reliability of information to be used as audit evidence, and therefore of the audit
evidence itself, is influenced by its source and its nature, and the circumstances under which
it is obtained, including the controls over its preparation and maintenance where relevant.
Therefore, generalizations about the reliability of various kinds of audit evidence are subject
to important exceptions. Even when information to be used as audit evidence is obtained
from sources external to the entity, circumstances may exist that could affect its reliability.
For example, information obtained from an independent external source may not be reliable
if the source is not knowledgeable, or a management's expert may lack objectivity. While
recognizing that exceptions may exist, the following generalizations about the reliability of
audit evidence may be useful:

e The reliability of audit evidence is increased when it is obtained from independent
sources outside the entity.

e The reliability of audit evidence that is generated internally is increased when the
related controls, including those over its preparation and maintenance, imposed by the
entity are effective.
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Ilgili Olma

A27. 1lgili olma, denetim prosediiriiniin amac1yla ve uygun oldugu hallerde tetkik edilen beyanla
mantiksal baglantiyr veya iligskiyi ele alir. Denetim kaniti olarak kullanilacak bilginin
konuyla ilgili olmasi, denetimin gidisatindan etkilenebilir. Ornegin bir denetim prosediiriiniin
amact; saticilar hesabinin mevcudiyet ve degerlemesinde sisirme yapilip yapilmadigina
yonelik test uygulamaksa, saticilar hesap kayitlarinin test edilmesi, bu konuyla ilgili bir
denetim prosediirii olabilir. Ote yandan, saticilar hesabinin mevcudiyet ve degerlemesinde
eksik bildirim yapilip yapilmadigina yonelik test uygulanirken saticilar hesap kayitlarinin
test edilmesi bu konuyla ilgili degildir. Fakat sonraki tediyeler, 6denmemis faturalar,
tedarikgilerin beyanlar1 ve birbirine uymayan alindi belgeleri gibi bilgilerin test edilmesi; bu
konuyla ilgili olabilir.

A28. Bazi denetim prosediirleri, belli beyanlarla ilgili denetim kaniti saglarken digerleriyle ilgili
kanit saglamayabilir. Ornegin dénem sonunun ardindan alacaklarin toplanmasmna iliskin
belgelerin tetkiki, bunlarin mevcudiyetine ve bunlara bigilen degere iliskin denetim kanit1
saglarken donemsellige iliskin tam olarak denetim kaniti saglamaz. Aym sekilde belli bir
beyana iligkin elde edilen denetim kaniti (6rnegin stok mevcudiyeti hakkinda), baska bir
beyana iligkin elde edilen denetim kanitinin (6rnegin o stoga iligkin degerleme hakkinda)
yerine gecemez. Diger yandan farkli kaynaklardan elde edilen veya farkli nitelikte olan
denetim kanitlari, genellikle ayn1 beyanla ilgili olabilir.

A29. Kontroller iizerinde yapilan testler, beyan diizeyindeki onemli yanlis bildirimlerin 6nlenmesi
veya tespit edilmesi ve diizeltilmesi bakimindan kontrollerin ¢aligma etkinligini
degerlendirmek iizere tasarlamir. ilgili denetim kaniti elde etmek amaciyla kontroller
iizerinde yapilan testlerin tasarlanmasi, kontroliin performansini gosteren kosullarin
(6zellikler veya nitelikler) ve yeterli performanstan uzaklasildigini gosteren sapma
kosullarmnin belirlenmesini igerir. Sonrasinda bu kosullarin bulunup bulunmadigi, denet¢i
tarafindan test edilebilir.

A30. Maddi dogrulama prosediirleri, beyan diizeyindeki onemli yanlis bildirimleri tespit etmek
iizere tasarlanir. Bunlar, detaylara yonelik testleri ve analitik maddi dogrulama prosediirlerini
kapsar. Maddi dogrulama prosediirlerinin tasarlanmasi, testin amaciyla alakali olan ve ilgili
beyandaki yanlis bildirimi olusturan kosullarin belirlenmesini igerir.

Givenilirlik

A31. Denetim kanit1 olarak kullanilacak bilginin ve dolayisiyla denetim kanitinin giivenilirligi; bu
bilginin kaynagindan ve niteliginden, hazirlanmas1 ve saklanmasi i¢in ilgili oldugu yerde
yapilan kontroller dahil olmak {iizere elde edildigi kosullardan etkilenir. Bu nedenle farkli
tirlerdeki denetim kanitlarimin giivenilirligi hakkinda yapilan genellemeler, 6nemli istisnai
durumlara tabidir. Denetim kanit1 olarak kullanilacak bilginin kurulus dis1 kaynaklardan elde
edilmesi halinde bile giivenilirligini etkileyebilecek kosullar bulunabilir. Ornegin bagimsiz
bir dis kaynaktan elde edilen bilgi, s6z konusu kaynagin bilgili olmamasi1 halinde giivenilir
olmayabilir ya da idare tarafindan calistirilan bir uzman, tarafsiz olmayabilir. Istisnai
durumlar olabilecegi kabul edilmekle birlikte denetim kanitinin giivenilirligi hakkinda
asagida yapilan genellemeler, yararl olabilir:

e  Kurulus dis1 bagimsiz kaynaklardan elde edildigi zaman denetim kanitinin giivenilirligi
artar.

e Denetim kamitinin hazirlanmasi ve saklanmasina iliskin olanlar dahil olmak {izere
kurulusun uyguladigi ilgili kontroller etkin oldugu zaman kurulus iginde iiretilen
denetim kanitinin giivenilirligi artar.
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e Audit evidence obtained directly by the auditor (for example, observation of the
application of a control) is more reliable than audit evidence obtained indirectly or by
inference (for example, inquiry about the application of a control).

e Audit evidence in documentary form, whether paper, electronic, or other medium, is
more reliable than evidence obtained orally (for example, a contemporaneously written
record of a meeting is more reliable than a subsequent oral representation of the matters
discussed).

e Audit evidence provided by original documents is more reliable than audit evidence
provided by photocopies or facsimiles, or documents that have been filmed, digitized or
otherwise transformed into electronic form, the reliability of which may depend on the
controls over their preparation and maintenance.

A32. ISA 520 provides further guidance regarding the reliability of data used for purposes of
designing analytical procedures as substantive procedures.”

A33. ISA 240 deals with circumstances where the auditor has reason to believe that a document
may not be authentic, or may have been modified without that modification having been
disclosed to the auditor.>

Reliability of Information Produced by a Management's Expert (Ref: Para. 8)

A34. The preparation of an entity's financial statements may require expertise in a field other than
accounting or auditing, such as actuarial calculations, valuations, or engineering data. The
entity may employ or engage experts in these fields to obtain the needed expertise to prepare
the financial statements. Failure to do so when such expertise is necessary increases the risks
of material misstatement.

A35. When information to be used as audit evidence has been prepared using the work of a
management's expert, the requirement in paragraph 8 of this ISA applies. For example, an
individual or organization may possess expertise in the application of models to estimate the
fair value of securities for which there is no observable market. If the individual or
organization applies that expertise in making an estimate which the entity uses in preparing
its financial statements, the individual or organization is a management's expert and
paragraph 8 applies. If, on the other hand, that individual or organization merely provides
price data regarding private transactions not otherwise available to the entity which the entity
uses in its own estimation methods, such information, if used as audit evidence, is subject to
paragraph 7 of this ISA, but is not the use of a management's expert by the entity.

A36. The nature, timing and extent of audit procedures in relation to the requirement in paragraph
8 of this ISA, may be affected by such matters as:

e  The nature and complexity of the matter to which the management's expert relates.
e  Therisks of material misstatement in the matter.

e  The availability of alternative sources of audit evidence.

e The nature, scope and objectives of the management's expert's work.

e  Whether the management's expert is employed by the entity, or is a party engaged by it
to provide relevant services.

e  The extent to which management can exercise control or influence over the work of the
management's expert.

1
ISA 520, paragraph 5(a).
? ISA 240, “The Auditor's Responsibilities Relating to Fraud in an Audit of Financial Statements”, paragraph 13.
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e Dogrudan denet¢i tarafindan (6rnegin bir kontroliin uygulanirken gézlenmesi) elde
edilen denetim kaniti, dolayli olarak veya cikarim yoluyla (6rnegin bir kontroliin
uygulanmasi hakkinda sorgu) elde edilen denetim kanitindan daha giivenilirdir.

e  Kagt lizerinde, elektronik ortamda veya diger araglarda belge biciminde olan denetim
kaniti, sozlii olarak elde edilen denetim kanitindan daha giivenilirdir (6rnegin bir
toplantinin es zamanli olarak yazilmis kaydi, tartisilan konularin sonradan sozlii
beyanindan daha giivenilirdir).

e  Orijinal belgelerle saglanan denetim kaniti; fotokopiler veya fakslarla saglanan veya
giivenilirligi, hazirlanmasi ve saklanmasina iligkin yapilan kontrollere bagli olan, daha
once filme ¢ekilmis, sayilara veya elektronik hale donistiiriilmiis belgelerle saglanan
denetim kanitindan daha giivenilirdir.

A32. ISA 520, analitik inceleme tekniklerini maddi dogrulama prosediirleri olarak tasarlama
amaglari icin kullamilan verilerin giivenilirligi hakkinda ek rehberlik saglar.*

A33. ISA 240; denetcinin, bir belgenin gercek olmayabilecegine veya denetgiye aciklama
yapilmaksizin degistirilmis olabilecegine inanmasi igin bir sebebi oldugu durumlari ele alir.”

Idare Tarafindan Calstirilan Uzmanin Urettigi Bilginin Giivenilirligi (Bkz. Parag. 8)

A34. Bir kurulusun mali tablolarmi hazirlanmasi; aktiieryal hesaplamalar, degerlemeler veya
miihendislik verileri gibi muhasebe veya denetimden farkli bir alanda uzmanlik
gerektirebilir. Kurulus, mali tablolar1 hazirlamak i¢in gereken uzmanlik bilgisine sahip
olmak amaciyla bu alanlarda uzmanlar istihdam edebilir veya gorevlendirebilir. Boyle bir
uzmanligin gerekli oldugu halde alinmamasi, 6nemli yanlig bildirim risklerini arttirir.

A35. Denetim kanitt olarak kullanilacak bilginin, idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin
calismasindan yararlanilarak hazirlanmasi halinde bu ISA’nin 8. paragrafinda belirtilen
gereklilik gegerlidir. Ornegin bir kisi veya sirket, gdzlemlenebilir bir piyasasi olmayan
menkul kiymetlerin ger¢cege uygun degerini tahmin etmek i¢in modeller uygulama
hususunda uzmanhiga sahip olabilir. Bu kisi veya sirket uzmanligini, kurulusun mali
tablolarimi hazirlarken yararlandigi tahminleri yapmak i¢in kullanirsa s6z konusu kisi veya
sirket, idare tarafindan ¢aligtirilan uzman olur ve bu durumda 8. paragraf gecerlidir. Diger
yandan bu kisi veya sirketin, yalnizca kurulusun 6zel islemlere iligkin baska bigimde temin
edemeyecegi ve kendi tahmin ydntemlerinde kullandigi fiyat verileri saglamasi ve bu
verilerin, denetim kaniti olarak kullanilmasi halinde s6z konusu veriler; bu ISA’nin 7.
paragrafina tabidir fakat bu durumda idare tarafindan uzman calistirilmig olmaz.

A36. Bu ISA’nin 8. paragrafinda belirtilen gereklilikle ilgili olarak denetim prosediirlerinin
niteligi, zamanlamasi ve kapsami; asagidaki gibi hususlardan etkilenebilir:

e Idare tarafindan galistirilan uzmanin ilgili oldugu konunun niteligi ve karmasiklig:.
e Konuya iligkin 6nemli yanlis bildirim riskleri.

e  Alternatif denetim kanit1 kaynaklarmin olmasi.

e Idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin ¢aligmasinin niteligi, kapsami ve hedefleri.

e Idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin kurulus tarafindan istihdam edilip edilmedigi veya
ilgili hizmetleri saglamak i¢in s6zlesme yapilan bir taraf olup olmadigi.

e Idarenin, idare tarafindan ¢alistirilan uzmanin ¢alismasini ne derece kontrol edebilecegi
veya etkileyebilecegi.

! ISA 520, paragraf 5(a).
% ISA 240, “Mali Tablo Denetiminde Denetginin Hileyle Ilgili Sorumluluklar1”, paragraf 13.
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e Whether the management's expert is subject to technical performance standards or other
professional or industry requirements.

e  The nature and extent of any controls within the entity over the management's expert's
work.

e The auditor's knowledge and experience of the management's expert's field of expertise.

e The auditor's previous experience of the work of that expert.
The Competence, Capabilities and Objectivity of a Management's Expert (Ref: Para. 8(a))

A37. Competence relates to the nature and level of expertise of the management's expert.
Capability relates the ability of the management's expert to exercise that competence in the
circumstances. Factors that influence capability may include, for example, geographic
location, and the availability of time and resources. Objectivity relates to the possible effects
that bias, conflict of interest or the influence of others may have on the professional or
business judgment of the management's expert. The competence, capabilities and objectivity
of a management's expert, and any controls within the entity over that expert's work, are
important factors in relation to the reliability of any information produced by a
management's expert.

A38. Information regarding the competence, capabilities and objectivity of a management's expert
may come from a variety of sources, such as:

e  Personal experience with previous work of that expert.
e Discussions with that expert.
e Discussions with others who are familiar with that expert's work.

e Knowledge of that expert's qualifications, membership of a professional body or
industry association, license to practice, or other forms of external recognition.

e  Published papers or books written by that expert.

e An auditor's expert, if any, who assists the auditor in obtaining sufficient appropriate
audit evidence with respect to information produced by the management's expert.

A39. Matters relevant to evaluating the competence, capabilities and objectivity of a
management's expert include whether that expert's work is subject to technical performance
standards or other professional or industry requirements, for example, ethical standards and
other membership requirements of a professional body or industry association, accreditation
standards of a licensing body, or requirements imposed by law or regulation.

A40. Other matters that may be relevant include:

e  The relevance of the management's expert's competence to the matter for which that
expert's work will be used, including any areas of specialty within that expert's field.
For example, a particular actuary may specialize in property and casualty insurance, but
have limited expertise regarding pension calculations.

e The management's expert's competence with respect to relevant accounting
requirements, for example, knowledge of assumptions and methods, including models
where applicable, that are consistent with the applicable financial reporting framework.

o  Whether unexpected events, changes in conditions, or the audit evidence obtained from
the results of audit procedures indicate that it may be necessary to reconsider the initial
evaluation of the competence, capabilities and objectivity of the management's expert as
the audit progresses.
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e Idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin, teknik performans standartlar1 veya diger
profesyonel gerekliliklere veya endiistri gerekliliklerine tabi olup olmadig:.

e Idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin calismas iizerinde kurulus biinyesinde yiiriitiilen
her tiirlii kontroliin niteligi ve kapsamu.

e Denet¢inin, idare tarafindan ¢alistirilan uzmanin uzmanlik alanindaki bilgi ve deneyimi.

e  Denet¢inin, s6z konusu uzmanin ¢alismasina iligkin 6nceki deneyimi.
Idare Tarafindan Calistirilan Uzmanin Yetkinligi, Becerileri ve Tarafsizlig1 (Bkz. Parag. 8(a))

A37. Yetkinlik, idare tarafindan ¢alistirtlan uzmanin uzmanliginin niteligi ve diizeyiyle alakalidir.
Beceri ise idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanm, yetkinligini mevcut kosullar altinda
uygulama yetenegiyle ilgilidir. Beceriyi etkileyen faktorler arasinda 6rnegin cografi konum,
zaman olmas1 ve kaynaklarin ulagilabilirligi yer alabilir. Tarafsizlik; 6nyargi, ¢ikar ¢atigmasi
veya diger faktorlerin, idare tarafindan galistirilan uzmanin mesleki veya igle ilgili yargisi
iizerindeki olas1 etkileriyle ilgilidir. Idare tarafindan ¢alistirilan uzmanin yetkinligi, becerileri
ve tarafsizligi ve s6z konusu uzmanin caligmasi iizerinde kurulus biinyesinde yapilan
kontroller; idare tarafindan galistirilan bir uzmanin iirettigi her tiirli bilginin giivenilirligi
bakimindan 6nemli etmenlerdir.

A38. Idare tarafindan galistirilan uzmamn yetkinligi, becerileri ve tarafsizlign hakkinda bilgi elde
edilebilecek kaynaklar arasinda sunlar sayilabilir:

e  S6z konusu uzmanin 6nceki ¢alismasiyla ilgili kisisel deneyimi.
e  Buuzmanla yapilan goriismeler.
¢  Bu uzmanin calismasina asina olanlarla yapilan gériismeler.

e  Bu uzmani nitelikleri, bir meslek birligi veya endiistri birligine iiyeligi ve calisma
ruhsat1 hakkinda bilinenler veya diger dis kabul bigimleri.

e  Bu uzman tarafindan yayimlanmis makaleler veya kitaplar.

e  Varsa idare tarafindan ¢alistirilan uzmanin iirettigi bilgiye iliskin denet¢inin, yeterli ve
uygun denetim kanit1 elde etmesi hususunda kendisine destek veren denetgi tarafindan
calistirilan uzman.

A39. Idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanm  yetkinligi, becerileri ve tarafsizhigmin
degerlendirilmesine iliskin konular; uzmanin ¢aligmasinin teknik performans standartlarina
veya diger mesleki veya endiistriyel gerekliliklere tabi olup olmadigim igerir. Bu
gerekliliklere ornek olarak bir meslek veya endiistri birliginin etik standartlar1 ve diger
iiyelik gereklilikleri, lisans veren bir kurumun akreditasyon standartlar1 veya yasal veya idari
diizenlemelerin 6ngordiigii gereklilikler verilebilir.

A40. llgili olabilecek diger konular sunlardir:

e Iidare tarafindan ¢alistirilan uzmanin yetkinliginin, o uzmanin ¢alismasimin kullanilacag
konuyla ilgililigi. Buna uzmanin ¢aligma alan1 kapsamindaki her tiirlii uzmanlik alani
dahildir. Ornegin belli bir sigorta uzmani, mal ve kaza sigortas1 alaninda uzmanlasabilir
fakat emeklilik hesaplamalar1 hakkinda uzmanligi sinirl olabilir.

e Idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin, gecerli mali raporlama cercevesiyle tutarli olan
varsayimlar, yontemler ve uygun olan hallerde modeller hakkinda bilgi sahibi olmasi
gibi ilgili muhasebe gereklilikleri yoniinden yetkinligi.

e Beklenmeyen olaylarin, kosullarda meydana gelen degisikliklerin veya denetim
prosediirlerinin sonuglarindan elde edilen denetim kanitinin; idare tarafindan galistirilan
uzmanin yetkinligi, becerileri ve tarafsizligina yonelik baglangictaki degerlendirmenin
denetim ilerlerken yeniden gézden gegirilmesi gerekebilecegini gosterip gostermedigi.
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A41. A broad range of circumstances may threaten objectivity, for example, self-interest threats,
advocacy threats, familiarity threats, self-review threats and intimidation threats. Safeguards
may reduce such threats, and may be created either by external structures (for example, the
management's expert's profession, legislation or regulation), or by the management's expert's
work environment (for example, quality control policies and procedures).

A42. Although safeguards cannot eliminate all threats to a management's expert's objectivity,
threats such as intimidation threats may be of less significance to an expert engaged by the
entity than to an expert employed by the entity, and the effectiveness of safeguards such as
quality control policies and procedures may be greater. Because the threat to objectivity
created by being an employee of the entity will always be present, an expert employed by the
entity cannot ordinarily be regarded as being more likely to be objective than other
employees of the entity.

A43.  When evaluating the objectivity of an expert engaged by the entity, it may be relevant to
discuss with management and that expert any interests and relationships that may create
threats to the expert's objectivity, and any applicable safeguards, including any professional
requirements that apply to the expert; and to evaluate whether the safeguards are adequate.
Interests and relationships creating threats may include:

e Financial interests.
e  Business and personal relationships.

e  Provision of other services.
Obtaining an Understanding of the Work of the Management's Expert (Ref: Para. 8(b))

A44.  An understanding of the work of the management's expert includes an understanding of the
relevant field of expertise. An understanding of the relevant field of expertise may be
obtained in conjunction with the auditor's determination of whether the auditor has the
expertise to evaluate the work of the management's expert, or whether the auditor needs an
auditor's expert for this purpose.

A45. Aspects of the management's expert's field relevant to the auditor's understanding may
include:

o  Whether that expert's field has areas of specialty within it that are relevant to the audit.

e  Whether any professional or other standards, and regulatory or legal requirements
apply.

e  What assumptions and methods are used by the management's expert, and whether they
are generally accepted within that expert's field and appropriate for financial reporting
purposes.

e  The nature of internal and external data or information the auditor's expert uses.

A46. In the case of a management's expert engaged by the entity, there will ordinarily be an
engagement letter or other written form of agreement between the entity and that expert.
Evaluating that agreement when obtaining an understanding of the work of the
management's expert may assist the auditor in determining the appropriateness of the
following for the auditor's purposes:

e  The nature, scope and objectives of that expert's work;

! ISA 620, “Using the Work of an Auditor's Expert”, paragraph 7.
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A41. Tarafsizlig1 tehdit eden, 6rnegin kisisel ¢ikar tehditleri, taraf tutma tehditleri, yakinlik
tehditleri, kisinin kendi yaptigi isi degerlendirmesi tehditleri ve yildirma amagh tehditler gibi
bircok durum olabilir. Alman 6nlemler, bu gibi tehditleri azaltabilir ve bu tedbirler dis
kaynaklar tarafindan (6rnegin idare tarafindan c¢alistirilan uzmanin meslegi, yasal veya idari
diizenlemeler) veya idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin ¢aligma ortaminda (6rnegin kalite
kontrol politikalar1 ve prosediirleri) olusturulabilir.

A42. Alinan Onlemler, idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin tarafsizligina yonelik tiim tehditleri
yok edemeyebilir. Buna karsin yildirma amacl tehditler gibi tehditler, kurulus tarafindan
istihdam edilen uzmana kiyasla kurulus tarafindan gorevlendirilen bir uzman i¢in daha az
kayda deger olabilir. Kalite kontrol politikalar1 ve prosediirleri gibi aliman o6nlemlerin
etkinligi ise daha fazla olabilir. Kurulusun bir ¢alisan1 olmanin tarafsizliga yonelik yarattig
tehdit, her zaman mevcut olacaktir. Bu nedenle kurulus tarafindan istihdam edilen uzmanin,
genellikle kurulusun diger ¢alisanlarindan daha tarafsiz olabilecegi diisiiniilemez.

A43.  Kurulus tarafindan gorevlendirilen uzmanin tarafsizligim degerlendirirken idareyle ve s6z
konusu uzmanla, bu uzmanin tarafsizhigina yonelik tehdit olusturabilecek c¢ikarlar1 ve
iligkileri ve uzmana yonelik tim mesleki gereklilikler dahil olmak iizere alinan ilgili
onlemleri goriismek ve bu Onlemlerin yeterli olup olmadigmi degerlendirmek faydali
olabilir. Tehdit yaratan ¢ikarlar ve iligkiler arasinda sunlar sayilabilir:

e  Mali ¢ikarlar.
o Iy iliskileri ve kisisel iliskiler.

e  Diger hizmetlerin saglanmasi.
Idare Tarafindan Calistirilan Uzmanin Calismasinin Anlasiimasi (Bkz. Parag. 8(b))

A44. Idare tarafindan cahistirilan uzmanm g¢aligmasmin anlasiimasi, ilgili uzmanlik alanmin
anlasilmasii da igerir. lgili uzmanlik alanimin anlasilmasi da denetginin; idare tarafindan
calistirilan uzmanm ¢alismasini  degerlendirecek uzmanligin  kendisinde bulunup
bulunmadigini veya denetgi tarafindan calistirilacak bir uzmana ihtiya¢ duyup duymadigini
belirlemesiyle saglanabilir.

A45. Denet¢inin idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin alanina iliskin anlamasi gereken hususlar
sunlar1 kapsayabilir:

e  S6z konusu uzmanin ¢aligma alam kapsaminda denetimle ilgili uzmanlk alanlarimin
bulunup bulunmadigi.

e Herhangi bir mesleki standardin veya bagka standartlarin ve diizenleyici veya yasal
gerekliliklerin uygulanip uygulanmadig.

e  Idare tarafindan ¢aligtirilan uzmanim kullandig1 varsayim ve ydntemler ve bunlarin séz
konusu uzmanin g¢alisma alaninda genel kabul gorlip gormedigi ve mali raporlama
amaglarina uygun olup olmadig.

e Denetci tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin kullandigi i¢ ve dis kaynakli verinin veya
bilginin niteligi.

A46. Idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin, gérevlendirmeyle galistirilmas1 halinde kurulus ve sz
konusu uzman arasinda gorev yazisi veya yazili baska bir sézlesme olur. Idare tarafindan
¢alistirilan uzmanin ¢alismasinin anlasilmasi i¢in o sézlesmenin degerlendirilmesi, asagidaki
hususlarin denet¢inin amaglari bakimindan uygunlugunu belirlemede denetciye yardimci
olabilir:

e  Soz konusu uzmanin ¢alismasinin niteligi, kapsami ve amaglart;

! ISA 620, “Denetgi Tarafindan Caligtirlan Uzmanin Calismasindan Yararlamlmasi”, paragraf 7.
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e  The respective roles and responsibilities of management and that expert; and

e The nature, timing and extent of communication between management and that expert,
including the form of any report to be provided by that expert.

A47. In the case of a management's expert employed by the entity, it is less likely there will be a
written agreement of this kind. Inquiry of the expert and other members of management may
be the most appropriate way for the auditor to obtain the necessary understanding.

Evaluating the Appropriateness of the Management's Expert's Work (Ref: Para. 8(c))

A48. Considerations when evaluating the appropriateness of the management's expert's work as
audit evidence for the relevant assertion may include:

e The relevance and reasonableness of that expert's findings or conclusions, their
consistency with other audit evidence, and whether they have been appropriately
reflected in the financial statements;

e [f that expert's work involves use of significant assumptions and methods, the relevance
and reasonableness of those assumptions and methods; and

e [fthat expert's work involves significant use of source data the relevance, completeness,
and accuracy of that source data.

Information Produced by the Entity and Used for the Auditor's Purposes (Ref: Para. 9(a)-(b))

A49. In order for the auditor to obtain reliable audit evidence, information produced by the entity
that is used for performing audit procedures needs to be sufficiently complete and accurate.
For example, the effectiveness of auditing revenue by applying standard prices to records of
sales volume is affected by the accuracy of the price information and the completeness and
accuracy of the sales volume data. Similarly, if the auditor intends to test a population (for
example, payments) for a certain characteristic (for example, authorization), the results of the
test will be less reliable if the population from which items are selected for testing is not
complete.

A50. Obtaining audit evidence about the accuracy and completeness of such information may be
performed concurrently with the actual audit procedure applied to the information when
obtaining such audit evidence is an integral part of the audit procedure itself. In other
situations, the auditor may have obtained audit evidence of the accuracy and completeness of
such information by testing controls over the preparation and maintenance of the
information. In some situations, however, the auditor may determine that additional audit
procedures are needed.

A51. In some cases, the auditor may intend to use information produced by the entity for other
audit purposes. For example, the auditor may intend to make use of the entity's performance
measures for the purpose of analytical procedures, or to make use of the entity's information
produced for monitoring activities, such as internal auditor's reports. In such cases, the
appropriateness of the audit evidence obtained is affected by whether the information is
sufficiently precise or detailed for the auditor's purposes. For example, performance
measures used by management may not be precise enough to detect material misstatements.
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e Idare ve uzmann karsilikli rol ve sorumluluklari;

e lidare ve uzman arasindaki iletisimin niteligi, zamanlamas1 ve kapsami ki buna o uzman
tarafindan saglanacak her tiir rapor dahildir.

A47. Idare tarafindan calistirilan uzmanin, kurulus tarafindan istihdam edilmesi halinde bu tiir
yazili bir sdzlesme yapilmas1 olasilig1 daha diisiiktiir. Uzman ve idarenin diger iiyelerinden
bilgi alinmasi, denet¢inin gereken bilgiyi elde etmesine yonelik en uygun yontem olabilir.

Idare Tarafindan Calistirilan Uzmanm Calismasinin Uygunlugunun Degerlendirilmesi (Bkz. Parag.

8(c))

A48. Idare tarafindan ¢alistirilan uzmamin ¢aligmasinin, ilgili beyana yonelik denetim kaniti olarak
uygunlugunu degerlendirirken dikkat edilecek hususlar arasinda asagidakiler sayilabilir:

e Uzmanin bulgu veya sonuglarmin konuyla ilgili ve makul olmasi, diger denetim
kanitlartyla tutarli olmasi ve mali tablolarda uygun bigimde yansitilip yansitilmadigi;

e Uzmanin caligmasmin, kayda deger varsayim ve yontemler kullanmasi halinde bu
varsayim ve yontemlerin makul ve konuyla ilgili olmas,

e  Uzmanin ¢caligmasinin, kayda deger kaynak veri kullanmas1 halinde bu kaynak verilerin
konuyla ilgili, tam ve dogru olmasi.

Kurulus Tarafindan Uretilen ve Denet¢inin Amaglarina Yonelik Kullanilan Bilgi (Bkz. Parag. 9(a)-(b))

A49. Denetcinin giivenilir denetim kanit1 elde etmesi i¢in, kurulus tarafindan iiretilen ve denetim
prosediirlerinin uygulanmasinda kullanilacak bilginin, yeterli 6l¢iide ve dogru olmasi
gerekir. Ornegin, satis hacmi kayitlarina standart fiyatlar uygulayarak geliri denetlemenin
etkinligi, fiyat bilgisinin dogrulugundan ve satis hacmi verilerinin tamligindan ve
dogrulugundan etkilenir. Benzer sekilde denetcinin bir popiilasyonu (6rnegin 6demeler) belli
bir ozellik (6rnegin yetki) yoniinden test etmek istemesi halinde bu testin sonuglari,
konularin segildigi popiilasyonun eksiksiz olmamasi durumunda daha az giivenilir olur.

AS50. Bu gibi bilgilerin dogrulugu ve tamligi hakkinda denetim kaniti elde etmek denetim
prosediiriiniin ayrilmaz bir parcasi oldugu zaman bu denetim kaniti, bilgiye uygulanan esas
denetim prosediirii ile es zamanli olarak elde edilebilir. Diger hallerde ise denet¢i; bu
bilginin dogrulugu ve tamligina dair denetim kanitini, bilginin hazirlanmasi ve saklanmasina
yonelik kontrolleri test ederek elde edebilir. Ancak bazi durumlarda denetgi, ek denetim
prosediirlerinin gerektigine karar verebilir.

A51. Bazi hallerde denetci, kurulug tarafindan iiretilmis bilgileri diger denetim amaglar1 igin
kullanmak isteyebilir. Ornegin denetci, analitik inceleme tekniklerinin amacina ydnelik
kurulugun performans Olgiitlerini veya i¢ denet¢i raporlar1 gibi izleme faaliyetlerine iliskin
iiretilen kurulusa ait bilgiyi kullanmak isteyebilir. Bu gibi durumlarda elde edilen denetim
kanitinin uygunlugu, bilginin denet¢inin amaglarmma yonelik yeteri kadar kesin veya detayli
olup olmadigindan etkilenir. Ornegin idare tarafindan kullamlan performans &lgiitleri, nemli
yanlig bildirimleri tespit edecek kadar kesin olmayabilir.
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Selecting Items for Testing to Obtain Audit Evidence (Ref: Para. 10)

AS52.  An effective test provides appropriate audit evidence to an extent that, taken with other audit
evidence obtained or to be obtained, will be sufficient for the auditor's purposes. In selecting
items for testing, the auditor is required by paragraph 7 to determine the relevance and
reliability of information to be used as audit evidence; the other aspect of effectiveness
(sufficiency) is an important consideration in selecting items to test. The means available to
the auditor for selecting items for testing are:

(a) Selecting all items (100% examination);
(b) Selecting specific items; and
(¢) Audit sampling.

The application of any one or combination of these means may be appropriate depending on
the particular circumstances, for example, the risks of material misstatement related to the
assertion being tested, and the practicality and efficiency of the different means.

Selecting All Items

A53.  The auditor may decide that it will be most appropriate to examine the entire population of
items that make up a class of transactions or account balance (or a stratum within that
population). 100% examination is unlikely in the case of tests of controls; however, it is
more common for tests of details. 100% examination may be appropriate when, for example:

e  The population constitutes a small number of large value items;

e There is a significant risk and other means do not provide sufficient appropriate audit
evidence; or

e  The repetitive nature of a calculation or other process performed automatically by an
information system makes a 100% examination cost effective.

Selecting Specific ltems

A54. The auditor may decide to select specific items from a population. In making this decision,
factors that may be relevant include the auditor's understanding of the entity, the assessed
risks of material misstatement, and the characteristics of the population being tested. The
judgmental selection of specific items is subject to non-sampling risk. Specific items selected
may include:

e High value or key items. The auditor may decide to select specific items within a
population because they are of high value, or exhibit some other characteristic, for
example, items that are suspicious, unusual, particularly risk-prone or that have a
history of error.

e All items over a certain amount. The auditor may decide to examine items whose
recorded values exceed a certain amount so as to verify a large proportion of the total
amount of a class of transactions or account balance.

e [tems to obtain information. The auditor may examine items to obtain information about
matters such as the nature of the entity or the nature of transactions.

AS5.  While selective examination of specific items from a class of transactions or account balance
will often be an efficient means of obtaining audit evidence, it does not constitute audit
sampling. The results of audit procedures applied to items selected in this way cannot be
projected to the entire population; accordingly, selective examination of specific items does
not provide audit evidence concerning the remainder of the population.
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Denetim Kamiti Elde Etmek Amaciyla Test Edilecek Kalemlerin Sec¢ilmesi (Bkz. Parag. 10)

AS52. Yapilan etkin bir test, elde edilen veya edilecek diger denetim kamtiyla birlikte ele alindig
zaman denet¢inin amagclar1 icin yeterli olacak kadar uygun denetim kaniti saglar. Test
edilecek kalemlerin secilmesinde denetcinin, 7. paragrafa gore denetim kaniti olarak
kullanilacak bilginin ilgililigine ve giivenilirligine karar vermesi gerekir. Etkinlikle
(yeterlilik) ilgili diger husus da test edilecek kalemlerin secilmesinde 6nemli bir noktadir.
Denet¢inin, test edilecek kalemlerin secilmesinde kullanabilecegi yontemler sunlardir:

(a) Tiim kalemlerin se¢ilmesi (%100 inceleme),
(b) Spesifik kalemlerin se¢ilmesi ve
(¢) Denetim 6rneklemesi.

Belli kosullar altinda &rnegin test edilmekte olan beyana iliskin 6nemli yanlis bildirim
riskleri ve farkli yontemlerin uygulanabilirligi ve etkinligi gibi 6zel kosullara bagh olarak bu
yontemlerden birinin veya bu yontemlerin bir birlesiminin uygulanmasi uygun olabilir.

Tiim Kalemlerin Secilmesi

AS53. Denetgi, islem smifi veya hesap bakiyesini (veya o popiilasyon icindeki bir katmani)
olusturan kalemlere dair tiim popiilasyonu incelemenin en uygun yol olduguna karar
verebilir. Kontroller {izerinde yapilan testlerde %100 inceleme pek miimkiin degildir. Ancak
detaylara yonelik testlerde bu inceleme daha yaygindir. %100 inceleme; 6rnegin

e Popiilasyon yiiksek degerli diisiik sayida kalemden olusuyorsa,

e Kayda deger bir risk bulundugunda ve diger yontemler yeterli ve uygun denetim kanit1
saglamadiginda,

e Bilisim sistemi tarafindan otomatik olarak uygulanan bir hesaplamanin veya diger
stireclerin yineleyici dogasi %100 incelemeyi uygun maliyetli hale getirdiginde uygun
olabilir.

Spesifik Kalemlerin Segilmesi

A54. Denetci, bir popiilasyondan spesifik kalemlerin segilmesine karar verebilir. Bu kararin
alimmasinda ilgili olabilecek faktorler arasinda denet¢inin kurulusu tanimasi, onemli yanlig
bildirim risklerinin degerlendirilmesi ve test edilmekte olan popiilasyonun o6zellikleri
sayilabilir. Spesifik kalemlerin kanaate dayali se¢ilmesi, drneklemeden kaynaklanmayan bir
risk dogurabilir. Secilen spesifik kalemler, asagidakileri icerebilir:

e Yiiksek degerli veya temel kalemler. Denet¢i; bir popiilasyondaki bazi spesifik
kalemler, yiiksek degerli oldugu icin veya Ornegin bazi kalemler siipheli, sira disi,
ozellikle riske egimli veya gecmiste hatali olma gibi bagka nitelikler sergiledigi icin
bunlar1 segmeye karar verebilir.

e Belli bir miktar iizerindeki tiim kalemler: Denet¢i, bir islem sinifti veya hesap
bakiyesinin toplam miktarmin biiyiik bir kismin1 dogrulamak amaciyla kayith degerleri
belli bir miktar1 asan kalemleri incelemeye karar verebilir.

e Bilgi elde edilecek kalemler: Denetci, kurulusun veya islemlerin niteligi gibi konular
hakkinda bilgi elde edilecek kalemleri inceleyebilir.

AS5. Bir igslem sinifi veya hesap bakiyesinden spesifik kalemlerin segilerek incelenmesi, denetim
kanit1 elde etmek i¢in ¢ogunlukla etkin bir yontem olmasina ragmen denetim Srneklemesini
olusturmaz. Bu yontemle secilen kalemlere uygulanan denetim prosediirlerinin sonuglari,
tiim popiilasyona genellenemez. Bu nedenle kalemlerin segilerek incelenmesi, geri kalan
popiilasyon hakkinda denetim kanit1 saglamaz.
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Audit Sampling

AS56. Audit sampling is designed to enable conclusions to be drawn about an entire population on
the basis of testing a sample drawn from it. Audit sampling is discussed in ISA 530."

Inconsistency in, or Doubts over Reliability of, Audit Evidence (Ref: Para. 11)

A57. Obtaining audit evidence from different sources or of a different nature may indicate that an
individual item of audit evidence is not reliable, such as when audit evidence obtained from
one source is inconsistent with that obtained from another. This may be the case when, for
example, responses to inquiries of management, internal audit, and others are inconsistent, or
when responses to inquiries of those charged with governance made to corroborate the
responses to inquiries of management are inconsistent with the response by management.
ISA 230 includes a specific documentation requirement if the auditor identified information
that is inconsistent with the auditor's final conclusion regarding a significant matter.’

! ISA 530, “Audit Sampling”.
® ISA 230, “Audit Documentation”, paragraph 11.
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Denetim Orneklemesi

A56. Denetim Orneklemesi, tiim popiilasyon hakkinda sonu¢ c¢ikarilmasimi saglamak i¢in bu
popiilasyonun iginden alinan orneklemin test edilmesi temeline dayanarak tasarlanir.
Denetim 6rneklemesi, ISA 530’da anlatilmaktadir.®

Denetim Kamitimin Tutarsizhg: veya Denetim Kamtinin Giivenilirligi Hakkindaki Siipheler (Bkz.
Parag. 11)

AS57. Farkli kaynaklardan veya farkli nitelikte denetim kanit1 elde etmek, tek bir denetim kaniti
kaleminin giivenilir olmadigmi gosterebilir. Ornegin bir kaynaktan elde edilen denetim
kanit;, digerinden elde edilen kanitla tutarli olmayabilir. Idarenin, i¢ denetimin ve
bagkalarinin bilgi alma siirecinde denetgiye verdikleri yanitlarin tutarsiz olmasi veya idarenin
verdigi yanitlar1 gliclendirmek igin yonetimden sorumlu olanlara yonelik yapilan
sorgulamalara verilen yanitlarin, idarenin yanitiyla tutarsiz olmasi buna ornek olarak
verilebilir. ISA 230, denet¢inin kayda deger bir konuya iliskin kendi nihai sonucu ile tutarsiz
olan bilgiyi tespit etmesi halinde spesifik bir belgelendirme gerekliligi icermektedir.®

! ISA 530, “Denetim Orneklemesi”.
? ISA 230, “Denetimin Belgelendirilmesi”, paragraf 11.

DENETIM KANITI Sayfa 47 / 48





