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IEG 11 – Information Technology for Professional Accountants 
 
Background 
 
An updated IEG, based on the Education Committee’s discussions in March and June 2005, 
was considered by the Committee at its Kuala Lumpur meeting in October 2005. It was 
agreed a revised draft would be prepared and submitted to the IAESB for approval as an 
exposure draft at its February 2006 meeting.   
 
Since the Kuala Lumpur meeting, the draft IEG has been revised by Ronan O’Loughlin and 
Hans Verkruijsse, and has also undergone a plain English review.   It has not been possible, 
due to time constraints, to consult with member bodies on the concept of an “advanced 
user”, but this is an area where the IAESB could, if it wished, seek additional guidance 
from member bodies during the exposure period. 
 
The CAG will discuss the revised IEG at their meeting on 27th February, and a short, verbal 
report on their discussions/suggestions will be given to the IAESB. 

 

Major changes to draft since Kuala Lumpur meeting 

• The language used in the document has been simplified to make the draft more 
readable and easier to translate; 

• The introductory paragraphs have been re-written to provide a better overview of the 
IT environment and to tone down elements of commercialism that were inappropriate 
in an education guideline; 

• The detailed description of IT trends has been removed; 

• Links to other IFAC standards and pronouncements are included; 

• The concept of an “advanced user” has been included in Paragraph 17; 

• The “assurance provider” role has been moved above the “manager” role; 

• Tables that were previously in the body of the document are now appendices (but still 
form an integral part of the document); 

 



International Accounting Education Standards Board                           Agenda Item 5-1                         
February 2006 – New York 

Prepared by: Simon Thompson (January 2006)  Page 2 of 2 
 
 

 

Issues for consideration 

1. Is the IAESB satisfied that the revised introductory paragraphs provide a useful and 
appropriate overview of the IT environment within which professional accountants 
operate? 

2. Does the IAESB consider the revised draft makes appropriate reference to IESs and 
other IFAC standards/guidance?  Is the revised draft consistent with existing and 
proposed IAESB standards and guidance? 

3. Is the IAESB satisfied that an option of a combination of the roles of manager, 
designer and assurance provider are included in the draft guideline, as discussed in 
Kuala Lumpur? 

4. Is the concept of a professional accountant achieving equivalence by demonstrating 
the achievement of competencies at an advanced level within narrower domains 
(Paragraph 17) helpful, and is the IAESB satisfied with the treatment of this concept 
in the revised draft?   

5. At its meeting in Kuala Lumpur, the Education Committee felt the issue of an 
“advanced user” was not sufficiently addressed in the draft document.  This issue is 
still not explicitly addressed in the current draft, though the concept is raised in 
paragraph 17.  Should there be more explicit reference to “advanced users”? 

6. Is the IAESB happy to release the document for exposure, perhaps asking for 
guidance from member bodies on the “advanced user” issue? 

7. Is the IAESB satisfied with the content of the “User Role and IT Control Competency 
Requirements” section? 

8. Is the IAESB satisfied with the content of the competency requirements sections for 
the Assurance Provider, Manager and Designer roles? 

9. Is the IAESB satisfied that the appendices are useful additions to the main body of the 
document, and that the lists of Knowledge/Skills Areas (Appendix 1) and Elements of 
Competence (Appendix 2) are better placed here than within the main body of the 
document? 

 

 
 
 


