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7. The proposal to extend the comment period was discussed with members of the 

IFRS Foundation Trustees Due Process Oversight Committee at their June 2011 

meeting.  The members of that Committee supported the view that the normal 

comment period for Annual Improvements should remain at 90 days, but that 

the comment period for this particular ED should be lengthened to 120 days, 

given the circumstances described above. 

Staff recommendation 

8. We propose to extend the comment period to 120 days for the 2009-2011 cycle 

ED only because of the timing of the publication of the ED (June rather than 

August).  We expect to revert back to a 90-day comment period for future EDs. 

Question to the Board 

 

Question – Extension of the comment period 

Does the Board agree with extending the comment period for this ED 
because of its publication in June? 


