Engagement Partner Review Checklist (Audit)
	Client: [Client Name]
	Period end: [MM/DD/YYYY]

	Prepared by: [Initials] Date: [MM/DD/YYYY]
	Reviewed by: [Initials] Date: [MM/DD/YYYY]

	W/P reference: [Ref]
	Engagement: [Audit / Review / Compilation]



For the engagement partner’s final review before the audit report is released. It does not replace the partner’s review of significant matters and judgments during the engagement, or the engagement quality review. The partner’s duties follow AU-C 220 (as amended by SAS 146 for periods beginning on or after December 15, 2025).
Answer each item Yes, No or N/A, reference the working paper, and initial and date as preparer and reviewer. Explain every “No” in the conclusion or on a separate sheet.
A. Partner involvement and responsibility
	Requirement and reference
	Yes / No / N/A
	W/P ref
	Prepared by (initials / date)
	Reviewed by (initials / date)

	Partner involved throughout the engagement; involvement is evidenced in the file (meetings, review notes, consultations)
Ref: AU-C 220
	
	
	
	

	Partner reviewed the planning memo, the risk assessment and materiality
Ref: AU-C 220; AU-C 300
	
	
	
	

	Partner reviewed audit documentation on significant matters and significant judgments, including difficult or contentious matters, and the conclusions reached
Ref: AU-C 220
	
	
	
	

	Team has been directed and supervised; reviews were performed by suitably experienced people
Ref: AU-C 220
	
	
	
	

	Before dating the report, partner determined that involvement was sufficient and appropriate throughout the audit and that the partner took overall responsibility for managing and achieving quality
Ref: AU-C 220
	
	
	
	



B. Independence and acceptance
	Requirement and reference
	Yes / No / N/A
	W/P ref
	Prepared by (initials / date)
	Reviewed by (initials / date)

	Independence confirmed for all team members, including EQR reviewer and specialists; no unresolved threats
Ref: ET 1.200; AU-C 220
	
	
	
	

	Nonattest services evaluated and documented
Ref: ET 1.295
	
	
	
	

	Acceptance or continuance conclusions still valid; no new information that would have changed the decision
Ref: AU-C 210; AU-C 220
	
	
	
	



C. Audit work and conclusions
	Requirement and reference
	Yes / No / N/A
	W/P ref
	Prepared by (initials / date)
	Reviewed by (initials / date)

	Fraud risks and management override responded to; results of journal entry testing reviewed
Ref: AU-C 240
	
	
	
	

	Presumed revenue fraud risk addressed; testing results reviewed
Ref: AU-C 240; ASC 606
	
	
	
	

	Accounting estimates and indicators of management bias reviewed
Ref: AU-C 540
	
	
	
	

	Related party transactions and significant unusual transactions understood and disclosure assessed
Ref: AU-C 550
	
	
	
	

	Going concern conclusion supported by the evidence; report effect agreed
Ref: AU-C 570
	
	
	
	

	Uncorrected misstatements evaluated; partner agrees with the conclusion that they are immaterial or action taken
Ref: AU-C 450
	
	
	
	

	Control deficiencies reviewed; communication letters reflect the partner’s evaluation
Ref: AU-C 265
	
	
	
	

	Consultations undertaken and conclusions implemented; differences of opinion resolved before the report is dated
Ref: AU-C 220
	
	
	
	



D. Financial statements and report
	Requirement and reference
	Yes / No / N/A
	W/P ref
	Prepared by (initials / date)
	Reviewed by (initials / date)

	Financial statements and notes read in full; consistent with workpapers and with each other
Ref: AU-C 700
	
	
	
	

	Disclosure checklist complete and cleared
Ref: AU-C 700; ASC
	
	
	
	

	Report form and any modification or emphasis paragraph approved
Ref: AU-C 700; AU-C 705; AU-C 706
	
	
	
	

	Representation letter received and reviewed; no inconsistencies with other evidence
Ref: AU-C 580
	
	
	
	

	Formal written communications to management, those charged with governance and regulators reviewed before issuance
Ref: AU-C 220; AU-C 260
	
	
	
	

	Subsequent events procedures reviewed through the report date
Ref: AU-C 560
	
	
	
	



E. Quality and file
	Requirement and reference
	Yes / No / N/A
	W/P ref
	Prepared by (initials / date)
	Reviewed by (initials / date)

	Engagement quality review complete, with open comments resolved before release
Ref: SQMS 2; AU-C 220
	
	
	
	

	All review notes cleared and documented
Ref: AU-C 220; AU-C 230
	
	
	
	

	Partner confirms, on or before the report date, that sufficient appropriate evidence supports the conclusions and the report
Ref: AU-C 220
	
	
	
	

	Final file assembly date set within 60 days after the report release date
Ref: AU-C 230
	
	
	
	



Conclusion
I have reviewed the work, financial statements and report and approve release of the report: [Yes / No — conditions: ______]
Engagement partner: [Name]    Date: [MM/DD/YYYY]
Items answered “No” or carried forward, and how each was resolved: ______
	Role
	Name / initials
	Date (MM/DD/YYYY)

	Prepared by
	
	

	Reviewed by (manager)
	
	

	Approved by (partner)
	
	



Free template from CORAA (coraa.ai/us/templates). Draft for professional judgment: adapt it to the engagement and your firm’s methodology, have legal counsel review where needed, and check it against current AICPA, FASB and other applicable requirements before use.
