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The Consistency Range of the Iraqi Legal Accountants Evaluation for

Auditory Risk A Normative Model

Mohammed H. Al-Adnani, PhD
University of Sulaimaniyya

ABSTRACT

The current research tackled one of the most essential issues in auditory that are related

to the degree of commitment to the legal accountants in Iraq, within their evaluation to the

auditory risks. The requirements of the auditory risks model are included in terms of the

paradigms of known auditory standards. In order of achieve this target, the researcher made

a distribution of questionnaire via literatures, interviews and references with a sample of

legal accountants in general. In addition to distribute a list contains 31 risk factors, as

follows:

1. Establishment administration, the place of auditory.

2. The field of industry that the establishment working in.
3. The establishment, the place of auditory.

4.  The operation of auditory.

5. The office of legal accountant.

A sample of legal accountants has been subjected to the type of investigating the

relative effect of each of risk factor on the inescapable risks and control risks. Statistical

analysis has been followed (Ka and the difference indicator of the relative mediums). It is

concluded that there is a sort of independence among the accountants for each inescapable

and control risks, and the dependence on the cooperative factors to evaluate both factors.

This lead to denouncement of this hypothesis by the researcher that is (there is no

relationship between the legal accountants for each Inescapable Risks and Control Risks.

Hence, the researcher concluded some results that should be taken into account.  The

related factors are interconnected with the properties of the auditory operations by a great
interest of legal accountants in Iraq; on evidence, that it takes the cum laude among the high

risk factors (%100) and inescapable risks (%86).

          

)(           

 .   –      –    
     )  

Audit Risk(.  
           –  

-              

        ) (   
)(.

)  (AICPA 1983,

AICPA 1981, CICA 1980   

           ))  



.. .][

 ((           

     Inescapable Risks

Control Risks  

.

     -  
–

Jonstone.K.2000 /13/

  

 :         
            

               .

    -  –           

           

.

:

.             
        

.

.          
         

Auditor s Business Risk Clients  Business Risk.

.(AICPA 1977)   

.

:

 :         

.



] [/  )(

 :          

.
 :        

    .  

.

  )(           
        

    
  (AICPA

1983)              
.

:

           
            

              
(Cushing and Loeb beck, 1983)  

               

(Kinney 1989)  (Kreuzledtand and Wall

ace.1990)             

        
.(John stone 2000)   

              
             

   .           

         –    
      –        

             
.

             

             
      (Beritz.et.al.1987)       

             



.. .][

         

             
            

           

                
               

.
(Waller 1993)   

            
 .             

     

KPMG         –     
-         :

     
 .

             

      .     
           .

          
  Waller         

              

    .        
    81.3%        Waller     

.
              

              
                

       

.
(Spires and Yardley,1993)  –

           -
              

             

           
    Decomposed Risk



] [/  )(

Assessments           

      .      
            

          .  

              
              

.
       

          

             
.

          
(Houston et.al 1999)

   .         
         

              

            
           

       –       
Specified Facts  

.

           
              

             
.

(Bedard and Graham, 2002)  
          

     (USA)  -      –

            
           

     .     
            

.

            
               



.. .][

               

.
          

           .    

(Bedard and Graham, 1994)

Negative Information

     
            

            
        

          

           
.

:

.            

           
            

           -     

-              
          

      ) (      
                

            

       .  ) (
             

       
.

.              
     

             

               
          

.



] [/  )(

.             

   (Waller,1993)(Spires and Yardley ,1993)

            

                
             

.

.(Houston ,et.al 1999)(Bedard

and Graham,2000)(Spires and Yardley , 1997)    

          :
    .

              
.

.(Bedard and Graham,1994)

             
            

.

.   (Beri.

Tz ,al 1987)(Spires and Yardley, 1993)  
               

.

-

             
             

       
         

:
))           

((

-

:

 .

:



.. .][

-:              

          
.

-  :            

          -    -
.

            
            

      
         

.

.

-
-          

.
-.

-.

-  
.

-            
)             

 ...(

-.
-.

-            
.

-          

.
-.

 .

-.
-.



] [/  )(

-.

-             
.

.

-.

-.
-.

-         )    

.....(
-     )       

.(
-      )       

.(

 .

-.
-.

-.
-.

-     )         

.(
-.

-

 .

-.

-             

.
-.

.

            

            

            –   
  –             



.. .][

              

:
 ..

 ..

 ..
           

             
      

Pre Test

               

           

.
.

             
        

                

               
.

      
:

%%%

%%%

             
                

.

           
.



] [/  )(

%

%
%
%
%
%
%

%

%
%
%

%

%
%
%
%

 /

FCA/FCCA/CPA

–
–

  

%

     

) ((Clark 1974)

 .2
The Chi –Squared Distribution   

            

.
 .   Significant Differences

Between Correlated Means  

           
.

:



.. .][

2

   2     
              

            

            2

3843232448

2249632352

9696192

704128160992

             
              

.

             
         %    %  

  %           
%  

%   %    

              
           

.
       2     

   .           
             

.



] [/  )(

        ) (    
      

          

:
.     

        %      
            

  :

321321

/
/

/
/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/
/

/
/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/



.. .][

.                

        %    

.

1

T

      

     

       

     

     
    

  

     

      
       

/

/

/
/
/

/

/

/
/

/

/

/

/

/

/

/
/
/

/

/

/
/
/

/

/

/

          

      %)    (  
%              

            
               



] [/  )(

   )     

.(

             
       

            
   –            

     –    

:
          

           
           

.
       2   

          

   .    
              

   ))          
  (( .         

:

.            
        

(Waller 1993)  
(Beritze.al 1987)(Spires and Yardley 1993).

 .              
  Holistic Risk Assessments

     (Spires and Yardley 1993)

(Bedard and Graham 2000)   
.

 .           
          

(Waller 1993)   

            
.



.. .][

 .           

             
              %  

.%

-
.              

–.

.            

          –    

.

 .                
      –     –  –    –

–)(.

-
1. AICPA , Statement On Auditing Standards No.82 Cons Duration Of Fraud In Financial

Statement Audit (New York. AICPA February 1976 ).

2. AICPA Statement On Auditing Standards No. 47 ((Audit Risk And Materiality In

Conducting, An Audit, (New York. AICPA 1983).

3. AICPA Statement On Auditing Standards No.39 ((Audit Sampling)),(New York.

AICPA 1981).

4. Bedard and Graham 2000 ((The Effects Of Decision And Orientation On Risk Factor

Identification And Audit Test Planning Auditing ; A Journal Of Practice and
Theory .Vol 21 September .

5. Bedard and Graham 1994 [Auditors Knowledge Organization Observations From

Audit Practice And Their Lmplie Certifiedation Auditing ] A Journal Of Practice and

Theory .Vol 13 (Spring ).

6. Beritz.D.E.B.G. Gaber And W.M. Lemon 1987. An EXP – Ermental Study Of Review

Of Preliminary Audit Stratege By External Auditors. The Candian Academic

Accounting Association Toronto .
7. Canadian Institute Of Chartered Accountant 1980 ,Extent Of Audit Testing

( Toronto;Cica).

8. Clark.Charles T .1974.  (Statistical Analysis For Administrative Decisions) South –

Western Publishing Co. Ohio.

9. Cushing . Barry E. And James K. Loeb beck 1983 (Anatys Pproaches To Audit Risk A

Survey And Analysis Auditing) A Journal Of Practice and Theory.

10. Houston.R.M. Peters And J.Pratt 1999 ((The Audit Risk Model Business Risk And

Audit Planning Decision))The Accounting Review.Vol 74 –July.

11. Jonstone.K.2000 (Client Acceptance Decision Simultaneous Ettects Of Client Business

Risk Auditing Business Risk And Adaptation Auditing) A Journal Of Practice and

Theory .Vol 19 Spring.



] [/  )(

12. Kinney.W.R.Jr. 1989. (A Chieved Audit Risk And The Audit Outcome Space

Auditing ) A Journal Of Practice and Theory .Vol 8 (Surpisment ) .

13. Kreuzledtand and Wallace." The auditing Risks Masuerment Do they relate to Errors?"

Auditing: A Journal of practice and theory. Vol.9 (supplement) .

14. Spires, Eric E.And James A. Yardley 1993((An Empirical Investigation Of The

Relalionship Between Auditors Risk Assessment And Detected Misstatements. In

Financial Statements )) Paper Presented Of The Accountany Forum .University Of

Hlinois October.

15. Waller William S.1993. (( Audit  Assessment Of Inherent And Control Risk In Field
Sitting ))  The Accounting Review Vol 68 (October).


