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the IFRS Interpretations Committee. Comments made in relation to the application of an IFRS do not 
purport to be acceptable or unacceptable application of that IFRS—only the IFRS Interpretations 
Committee or the IASB can make such a determination. Decisions made by the IFRS Interpretations 
Committee are reported in IFRIC Update. The approval of a final Interpretation by the Board is reported 
in IASB Update. 

 

We received the attached comment letter on 6 May 2014 after we had posted 

Agenda Paper 8.  Consequently, this comment letter is not considered in the 

discussions in Agenda paper 8. 
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