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4.  We also received unsolicited letters on aspects of a project outside of a comment 

period.  Those letters are also posted to the project web pages.  In the year to 

30 June 2012 we received comment letters in relation to the following projects: 

Project Comment letters Unsolicited 
correspondence 

Exposure Draft: Annual Improvements 
to IFRSs 2009–2011 Cycle 

67 - 

Exposure Draft: Mandatory Effective 
Date of IFRS 9 

131 - 

Exposure Draft: Investment Entities 170 8 

Exposure Draft: Transition Guidance 
(proposed amendments to IFRS 10) 

64 - 

Exposure Draft: Revenue Recognition 359 - 

Exposure Draft: Government Loans 
(Proposed amendments to IFRS 1)  

38 - 

Request for Information: Three-yearly 
public consultation 

248 - 

Conclusion 

5. I am not aware of any letters being withheld from public posting in the year to 30 

June 2012.    

 

 

 


