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IAESB Response to CAG Advice on  

IAESB Projects and Activities – June 2019 

 
CAG Comments and Advice Considered  

by IAESB 
IAESB Response 

Revisions to IESs 2, 3, 4, and 8 – Information and Communications Technologies Perspective 
 
At its April 2019 meeting and May 2019 
teleconference meeting, CAG members received 
copies of papers that included an analysis of 
respondents’ comments to the Exposure Draft, 
underlying data in analysis of comments, marked-up 
and clean versions of the revised IESs 2, 3, 4, and 8, 
as well as Issues papers that identified questions for 
discussion. The following summarizes these 
discussions. 
 
Overlapping issues on ICT and professional 
skepticism arising from respondents’ comments to 
Exposure Draft 
CAG members supported the view that the analysis of 
respondents’ comments to the Exposure Draft should 
be completed and any suggested changes arising 
from respondents’ comments should be considered in 
the revision of the IESs. CAG members suggested 
that focus should be placed on underlying skills and 
behaviors needed to apply professional skepticism 
and not to be constrained by the definition of 
professional skepticism. 
 
 
 
Reference to specific technologies within learning 
outcomes 
CAG members agreed with the task force’s view of not 
referencing specific ICT technologies within learning 
outcomes on the basis that the standards are 
principle-based and should be left to member bodies 
or other organizations to specify the ICT technologies 
that are needed by professional accountants within 
their specific jurisdictions. 
 
 
 
 

April 2019 
IAESB meeting, 
June 2019 
IAESB 
teleconference 
meeting, & June 
2019 IAESB 
meeting 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Overlapping issues on ICT and professional 
skepticism arising from respondents’ comments to 
Exposure Draft 
IAESB members agreed with CAG members’ view 
that the analysis of respondents’ comments to the 
Exposure Draft should be completed and any 
suggested changes arising from respondents’ 
comments should be considered in the revision of the 
IESs 2, 3, 4, and 8. IAESB members also agreed with 
the CAG members’ suggestion that focus on the 
revision of the IESs 2, 3, 4, and 8 should be placed 
on underlying skills and behaviors needed to apply 
professional skepticism and not to be constrained by 
the definition of professional skepticism.   
 
Reference to specific technologies within learning 
outcomes 
IAESB members agreed with CAG members’ view 
that specific ICT technologies should not be 
referenced within learning outcomes on the basis that 
the standards are principle-based and should be left 
to member bodies or other organizations to specify 
the ICT technologies that are needed by professional 
accountants within their specific jurisdictions. 
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CAG Comments and Advice Considered  
by IAESB 

IAESB Response 

 
Clarification of ICT learning outcome relating to 
communication 
CAG members agreed with the task force’s proposal 
to further clarify IES 2 h(vi). It was suggested that this 
learning outcome might be better positioned in the IES 
3 competence area of Intellectual skills. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Recommendations to the International Panel on 
Accountancy Education 
CAG members agreed with the proposed 
recommendations 2a & 2b of Question A to the 
International Panel of Accountancy Education (See 
Agenda Item 2-1 of the April 2019 CAG meeting) but 
questioned how recommendation 3a of Question B 
(e.g., Provide guidance on the skills needed for 
specific technologies) would be kept updated in terms 
of cost and effort given limited resources and the rapid 
pace of technological change. CAG members 
suggested that recommendation 3b (e.g., Develop 
examples in the application of more commonly used 
terms in a variety of situations) might be broadened by 
engaging with stakeholders through public forums or 
ICT platforms rather than by the development of 
examples. 
 
Changes Made as a Result of Comments Received 
Revised Definition of Information and Communications 
Technologies (ICT) 
In general, CAG members agreed with the proposed 
definition of ICT (See Agenda Item 2-1 of the May 
2019 CAG teleconference meeting). It was suggested 
that the phrase, “A diverse set” should not be deleted 
to reflect a range of established and emerging 
technologies, techniques, and processes. 
 
Proposed Drafting Changes to Learning Outcomes 
In general, CAG agreed with the proposed drafting 
changes to the ICT learning outcomes of revised IESs 
2, 3, 4, and 8 (See Agenda Item 2-3 of the May 2019 
CAG teleconference meeting). However, CAG 
members provided the following comments or editorial 
suggestions on the proposed learning outcomes to 
improve clarity and understanding: 
• IES 2 f (vi). Question what is the rationale for 

changing the verb from “assess” to “analyze”?; 
• IES 2 g (iii). Suggest that the verb “apply” should be 

changed to “explain” to improve consistency 

 
Clarification of ICT learning outcome relating to 
communication 
IAESB members agreed with the view of CAG 
members that the wording of ICT learning outcome 
relating to communication should be revised because 
the terms, “impact and influence others” are vague, 
imprecise, and can be misinterpreted since impact 
could be positive or negative. As a result, the IAESB 
approved the following learning outcome, “Use ICT to 
enhance the efficiency and effectiveness of 
communications.” 
 
Recommendations to the International Panel on 
Accountancy Education 
IAESB members agreed with the views of CAG 
members on recommendations 2a & 2b of Question 
A. IAESB also agreed with the views of CAG 
members on recommendations 3a & 3b of Question 
B and revised these recommendations into the 
following recommendation:  “Demonstrating how LOs 
support the skills needed when faced with specific 
technologies.”  It was observed that the new 
accountancy education model already envisions an 
ICT platform that will promote engagement with 
stakeholders. 
 
 
 
 
 
Changes Made as a Result of Comments Received 
Revised Definition of Information and 
Communications Technologies (ICT) 
IAESB members noted the CAG member’s 
suggestion of retaining the phrase, “A diverse set”, 
but has decided to remove this phrase to improve 
conciseness and recognizing that this phrase may not 
be applicable in all instances. 
 
 
Proposed Drafting Changes to Learning Outcomes 
IAESB members noted the CAG members’ 
comments and editorial suggestions, and disposed 
them as follows: 
 • IES 2 f (vi). Change to “analyze” retained to 

address ED respondents’ comments that indicated 
a foundational level of proficiency for the 
competence area of governance, risk management 
& internal control would be expected for aspiring 
professional accountants at the end of IPD; 

• IES 2 g (iii). Retained the verb “apply”, but changed 
the verb of learning outcome IES 4 b (vi) to “apply” 



AGENDA ITEM 1-3 

3 
 

CAG Comments and Advice Considered  
by IAESB 

IAESB Response 

between learning outcome IES 4 b (vi);  
• IES 2 h (iv). Replace the word, “an” with “and” and 

suggest that “organization’s” should be replaced 
with “organizational”;  

• IES 2 h (vi). Add additional context to the learning 
outcomes by adding, “..information to make 
decisions or draw conclusions from the data”; and 

• IES 2 h (vii). Add additional context to the learning 
outcome to better address users’ needs on its 
assessment and application or consider including 
this learning outcome in IES 3. 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

to improve consistency with IES 2 g (iii) and reflect 
expectations for aspiring professional accountants 
at the end of IPD relating to ethical principles;  

• IES 2 h (iv). Learning outcome was repositioned to 
IES 2 h (i) because of its importance in building ICT 
competence and also clarified by revising the 
wording of the learning outcome’s context as 
follows: “Explain the impact of Information and 
Communications Technologies (ICT) developments 
on an organization’s environment and business 
models.” 

• IES 2 h (vi). Learning outcome was repositioned to 
IES 2 h (iv) to improve sequencing of learning 
activities to demonstrate competence in the ICT 
area and the learning outcome was retained as is 
because learning outcomes IES 2 g (iii) and IES 2 
h (v) recognizes the activity of making decisions; 
and 

• IES 2 h (vii). Learning outcome was repositioned to 
IES 2 h (v) to improve sequencing of learning 
activities to demonstrate competence in the ICT 
area and Add additional context to the learning 
outcome to better address users’ needs on its 
assessment and also clarified by revising the 
wording of the learning outcome’s context as 
follows: “Use ICT to enhance the efficiency and 
effectiveness of communication.” 

 

Revision of IESs 2, 3, 4, and 8- Professional Skepticism Perspective 
 
At its April 2019 meeting and May 2019 
teleconference meeting, CAG members received 
copies of papers that included an analysis of 
respondents’ comments to the Exposure Draft, 
underlying data in analysis of comments, marked-up 
and clean versions of the revised IESs 2, 3, 4, and 8, 
as well as Issues papers that identified questions for 
discussion. The following summarizes these 
discussions. 
 
Overlapping issues on ICT and professional 
skepticism arising from respondents’ comments to 
Exposure Draft  
CAG members supported the view that the analysis of 
respondents’ comments to the Exposure Draft should 
be completed and any suggested changes arising 
from respondents’ comments should be considered in 
the revision of the IESs. CAG members suggested 
that focus should be placed on underlying skills and 
behaviors needed to apply professional skepticism 
and not to be constrained by the definition of 

April 2019 
IAESB meeting, 
June 2019 
IAESB 
teleconference 
meeting, & June 
2019 IAESB 
meeting 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Overlapping issues on ICT and professional 
skepticism arising from respondents’ comments to 
Exposure Draft  
IAESB members agreed with CAG members’ view 
that the analysis of respondents’ comments to the 
Exposure Draft should be completed and any 
suggested changes arising from respondents’ 
comments should be considered in the revision of the 
IESs 2, 3, 4, and 8. IAESB CAG members also 
agreed with the CAG members’ suggestion that focus 
on the revision of the IESs 2, 3, 4, and 8 should be 
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CAG Comments and Advice Considered  
by IAESB 

IAESB Response 

professional skepticism. 
 
 
 
 
Feedback on respondents’ suggested changes to the 
IAESB Glossary of Terms 
Intellectual Agility 

In general, CAG members supported the need for the 
concept of intellectual agility. However, CAG members 
indicated that: i) there may be difficulty in translating 
the term; ii) does agility extend beyond intellectual 
activities to activities such as collaboration in solving 
problems; and iii) how the term can be measured to 
determine if it has been achieved. 
 
 
 
 
Professional Judgment 
CAG members supported the use of the IESBA 
definition of professional judgment in IES 4 and 
agreed that respondents’ comments on this definition 
should be forwarded to the IESBA for consideration. 
 
 
Other Definitions 
CAG members supported that other definitions 
proposed by ED respondents were not needed to 
improve the understanding of the IESs and could be 
covered off using dictionary definitions so as not to 
create additional complexity. 
 
 
Feedback on respondents’ suggested revisions to 
learning outcomes 
Revisions to proposed learning outcomes 
In general, CAG members supported the suggested 
revisions to the proposed learning outcomes on which 
ED respondents had provided feedback. However, 
several CAG members indicated that learning 
outcomes IES 3 a (v) and IES 3 b (ii) needed further 
clarity and suggested adding wording that provides 
business context to improve measuring the 
achievement of these learning outcomes. It was 
suggested that implementation guidance might be 
needed to explain how this skill can be assessed. 
 
 
 
 
 

placed on underlying skills and behaviors needed to 
apply professional skepticism and not to be 
constrained by the definition of professional 
skepticism.   
 
Feedback on respondents’ suggested changes to the 
IAESB Glossary of Terms 
Intellectual Agility 

IAESB members noted the comments of CAG 
members and decided not to include a definition of 
intellectual agility in the IAESB Glossary of Terms. 
However, IAESB members agreed that elements of 
the concept of intellectual agility should be integrated 
into the learning outcome IES 3 a (v) which reads as:    
“Respond effectively to changing circumstances or 
new information to solve problems, inform judgments, 
make decisions and reach well-reasoned 
conclusions.” 
 
Professional Judgment 
IAESB members agreed with the view of CAG 
members that the IESBA definition of professional 
judgment should be included in IES 4 and that 
respondents’ comments on this definition should be 
forwarded to the IESBA for consideration.  
 
Other Definitions 
IAESB members agreed with the view of CAG 
members that other definitions proposed by ED 
respondents were not needed to improve the 
understanding of the IESs and could be covered off 
using dictionary definitions so as not to create 
additional complexity. 
 
Feedback on respondents’ suggested revisions to 
learning outcomes 
Revisions to proposed learning outcomes 
IAESB members agreed with the view of CAG 
members that learning outcomes IES 3 a (v) and IES 
3 b(ii) needed further clarity by adding wording that 
provides business context to improve measuring the 
achievement of these learning outcomes. Learning 
outcomes IES 3 a (v) was reworded to include 
elements of the concept on intellectual agility and 
now reads: “Respond effectively to changing 
circumstances or new information to solve problems, 
inform judgments, make decisions and reach well-
reasoned conclusions.” Learning outcome IES 3 b (ii) 
was combined with learning outcome IES 3 b (i) and 
now reads: “Demonstrate collaboration, cooperation 
and teamwork when working towards organizational 
goals.” 
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CAG Comments and Advice Considered  
by IAESB 

IAESB Response 

Potential duplicate learning outcomes 
CAG members indicated that the content of learning 
outcomes IES 4 a (iv) and IES 3 a (ii) are not 
duplicative and should not be combined. It was 
suggested that a learning outcome on critical thinking 
should be included in IES 2. 
 
Potential new learning outcomes 
CAG members agreed with the proposals on adding 
new learning outcomes to IES 8 (See Item 3c of 
Agenda Item 3-1 on the April 2019 CAG meeting) 
because they provided further clarity and built on 
existing learning outcomes while not extending the 
scope of the revisions.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Extant learning outcomes that should not change 
Some CAG members indicated that some of wording 
(“…including identification and evaluation of 
alternatives to reach well-reasoned conclusions based 
on all relevant facts and circumstances.”) from the 
extant learning outcome IES 3 a (ii) should be 
included to improve the understanding of the learning 
outcome. Several CAG members questioned whether 
the proposed change in learning outcome IES 4 c(i) 
and IES 4 c(ii) to use the word ‘role” rather than 
“importance’” was appropriate. It was suggested that 
“role” had a narrower scope and “importance” would 
be more appropriate for the context of ethics.    
 
 
 
 
Learning outcomes that should be removed 
CAG members indicated that learning outcomes IES 2 
e(vi) and IES 4 a(ii) should be removed (See Item 3e 
of Agenda Item 3-1 of the April 2019 CAG meeting).    
 

Potential duplicate learning outcomes 
IAESB members agreed with the view of CAG 
members that the content of these learning outcomes 
is not duplicative and has been retained as learning 
outcomes IES 3 a (ii) and IES 4 a (iii).  
 
 
Potential new learning outcomes 
IAESB members agreed with the addition of the 
following new learning outcomes to IES 8 because 
they improve clarity and address respondents’ 
comments while not increasing the scope of the 
revision project: 
IES 8 a (iii) recognizes the importance of developing 
an audit plan that addresses the risks of identified 
material misstatement and reads as follows:  
“Develop an audit plan that responds to the risks of 
material misstatement identified.”    
IES 8 m (ii) recognizes that the engagement partner 
needs to promote the application of professional 
skepticism within the engagement team during all 
phases of the audit engagement and reads as 
follows: “Promote the importance of the application of 
professional skepticism during all phases of the audit 
engagement.” 
IES 8 n (ii) recognizes that the engagement partner 
needs to promote the compliance with the 
fundamental principles of ethics and reads as follows: 
“Promote the importance of compliance with the 
fundamental principles of ethics.” 
 
Extant learning outcomes that should not change 
IAESB members noted the comments of CAG 
members on retaining the context provided in extant 
learning outcome IES 3 a (ii) and decided to modify 
the proposed learning outcome to improve 
understanding by providing additional context and it 
now reads as follows:  “Apply critical thinking skills to 
solve problems, inform judgments, make decisions 
and reach well-reasoned conclusions.” 
IAESB members noted the comments of CAG 
members on using the word, “role” but decided that 
the phrase, “role and importance” would provide a 
more complete explanation of ethics in the context of 
social responsibility and governance, and included 
the phrase, “role and importance” to both learning 
outcomes IES 4 c (i) and IES 4 c (ii).   
 
Learning outcomes that should be removed 
IAESB members noted the view of CAG members on 
learning outcomes IES 2 (vi) and IES 4 a (iii), but 
decided that these learning outcomes would be 
retained because of their importance to the quality of 
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CAG Comments and Advice Considered  
by IAESB 

IAESB Response 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Learning outcomes that should be combined 
CAG members indicated that IES 3 c(vii) and IES 3 
c(ii) (See Item 3e of Agenda Item 3-1 of the April 2019 
CAG meeting) should not be combined because it 
supports IES 7’s CPD framework. 
 
 
 
 
 
Revision of proficiency levels 
CAG members suggested that the proficiency level for 
the competency area on intellectual skill in IES 3 
should be reviewed once learning outcomes are being 
finalized. 
 
 
 
Placement of learning outcomes in IESs 
CAG members indicated that learning outcomes IES 
c(vi) and IES 3 c(vii) (See Item 3e of Agenda Item 3-1 
of the April 2019 CAG meeting) should remain in the 
IES 3 competence area of Personal because of the 
various roles performed by professional accountants. 
 
 
Changes Made as a Result of Comments Received 
IES 2 
In general, CAG members supported the proposed 
drafting changes to the Professional Skepticism 
learning outcomes of revised IES 2. CAG members 
provided the following editorial suggestions to the 
proposed learning outcomes to improve clarity: 
• IES 2 e (vi) and e (vii). Suggest that the verb for 

learning outcome IES 2 e (vii) should be changed 
from “conclude” to “assess” because of the level of 
cognition may not be appropriate for aspiring 
accountants at IPD level and it was suggested that 
IES 2 e (vi) and IES 3 a (i) should be reviewed to 
determine whether to add the idea of considering 
contradicting evidence. 

 
IES 3 
In general, CAG members supported the proposed 
drafting changes to the Professional Skills learning 
outcomes of revised IES 3. It was suggested that the 

an audit engagement. IAESB members agreed with 
the view of CAG members on removing learning 
outcome IES 4 a (ii) because it does not add 
significantly to the progression in competence of 
professional skepticism as demonstrated by learning 
outcomes IES 4 a (i), a (iii), and a (iv). 
 
Learning outcomes that should be combined 
IAESB members agreed with the view of CAG 
members to combine IES 3 c (vii) and c (ii) to capture 
the need of reflective activity by both aspiring 
professional accountants and professional 
accountants and learning outcome c (ii) now reads: 
“Set high personal standards of performance and 
monitor personal performance, through reflective 
activity and feedback from others.”  
 
Revision of proficiency levels 
IAESB members noted the CAG members helpful 
comment and have reviewed the proficiency levels of 
the competence areas of the revised IESs. As a 
result, IAESB members decided to retain the 
proficiency levels of the competence areas of the 
revised IESs as they are in the extant IESs. 
 
Placement of learning outcomes in IESs 
IAESB members agreed with the view of CAG 
members that IES 3 c (vi) remains in the competence 
area of personal skills because it relates to behaviors 
of all professional accountants. It was noted that the 
content of learning outcome IES 3 c (vii) was 
combined into learning outcome IES 3 c (ii).  
 
Changes Made as a Result of Comments Received 
IES 2 
IAESB members noted the view of CAG members on 
changing the verb of learning outcome IES 2 e (vii) to 
“assess”, but decided to retain the verb “conclude” 
because it appropriately represents a needed skill for 
the audit engagement and can assessed through 
preparation of a conclusion statement. IAESB 
members agreed with the suggestion of CAG 
members to include the idea of considering 
contradictory evidence in learning outcome IES 2 e 
(vi), but was seen as being redundant in IES 3 a (i) 
because the idea is captured through the reference to 
“… a variety of sources and perspectives….”      
 
 
IES 3 
IAESB members agreed with the suggestions of CAG 
members on learning outcomes IES 3 a (iv) and IES 
3 c (ii). However, the IAESB decided that the 
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CAG Comments and Advice Considered  
by IAESB 

IAESB Response 

deleted learning outcome IES 3 a (iv) should be 
retained with the need to recognize the need to make 
a recommendation and would build on learning 
outcome IES 3 a (ii). CAG members provided the 
following editorial suggestions to the proposed 
learning outcomes to improve clarity: 
• IES 3 a (iv). Suggest that the audience would 

understand what “intellectual agility” means and 
should be continued to be used in the wording of 
this learning outcomes; and 

• IES 3 c (ii) and IES 3 c (vii). Review these learning 
outcomes to use the term, “reflective activity” rather 
than the words, “reflections” or “reflect” to ensure a 
structured activity and consistency with its use in 
IES 4. 

 
IES 4 
In general, CAG members supported the proposed 
drafting changes to address Professional Values, 
Ethics, and Attitudes learning outcomes in the revised 
IES 4. CAG members also supported the content of 
the proposed new paragraph A17 to the Explanatory 
Material section and suggested that the wording of 
learning outcome IES 4 b (iv) should be reviewed to 
improve its clarity. It was also questioned whether the 
cognitive level of IES 4 c (iii) and IES 4 c (iv) should 
be increased to reflect expectations of making 
decisions rather than providing analysis. 
 
IES 8 
In general, CAG members agreed with the addition of 
learning outcomes IES 8 m (ii) and IES 8 n (ii), as well 
as the revision to learning outcome IES 8 m (iv) to 
improve clarity. It was suggested that learning 
outcomes IES 8 a (i), IES 8 m (ii) and learning 
outcomes in IES 8 competence area on professional 
skepticism needed to be reviewed because they 
appear to be creating unnecessary redundancy across 
these learning outcomes. 
 
 
 

definition of “intellectual agility” would not be included 
in the Glossary of terms, but that elements of this 
concept relating to responding effectively to changing 
circumstances or new information would be captured 
in learning outcome IES 3 a (v).  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
IES 4 
IAESB members agreed with the view of CAG 
members on new paragraph A17 and decided to 
include it in the revised IES 4. IAESB noted 
suggestions and comments on learning outcomes 
IES 4 b (iv), IES 4 c (iii), and IES 4 c (iv), but decided 
that the learning outcome IES 4 b (iv) be deleted and 
its content captured in learning outcomes IES 4 b (iii) 
and the extant IES 4 b (v), and to keep the cognitive 
level of IES 4 c (iii) and IES 4 c (iv) at the level of 
analysis to reflect expectations of an aspiring 
professional accountants at the end of IPD.  
  
IES 8 
IAESB members noted the comments of CAG 
members on creating unnecessary redundancy 
across learning outcomes IES 8 a (i), IES 8 m (ii) and 
learning outcomes in IES 8 competence area on 
professional skepticism, but decided not to change 
the content of these learning outcomes because of 
their importance in developing competence in the 
area of professional skepticism. The clarity of these 
learning outcomes was improved by revising the 
wording to recognize that professional skepticism 
needs to exercise during all phases of the audit 
engagement.  
 

 
Implementation Support Material for Information and Communications Technologies 

CAG members received copies of papers that 
included proposed non-authoritative detailed learning 
outcomes, as well as an Issues paper that identified 
questions for discussion. The following summarizes 
CAG members’ discussion. 
 
 

April 2019 
IAESB & June 
2019 IAESB 
meetings 
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CAG Comments and Advice Considered  
by IAESB 

IAESB Response 

Sufficiency of Process 
CAG members agreed that the process to develop the 
NLOs is adequate and sufficient (See Agenda Item 4-
1 of the April 2019 CAG meeting) and provides a 
reasonable basis on which to issue non-authoritative 
guidance.  
 
Improvements to ICT Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
In general, CAG members were supportive of the 
proposed ICT NLOs (See Agenda Item 4-2 of the April 
2019 CAG meeting). Some CAG members noted that 
the Introduction section to the document required 
further clarification to indicate that not all learning 
outcomes have NLOs, but only a select few of the 
proposed ICT LOs have NLOs. 
 
Enhancements to ICT Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
CAG members suggested that a better organization of 
the proposed ICT learning outcomes should be 
provided, possibly using Bloom’s taxonomy for 
establishing the progression of verbs, and this 
organizing framework should avoid implying that the 
NLOs are a build towards the authoritative ICT 
learning outcomes. CAG members also suggested 
that an alternative presentation would be to remove 
the verbs in each NLOs, avoid the use of LOs in the 
title, and consider using Indicative Topic Areas as a 
title.     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Inappropriate ICT Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
CAG members suggested that there might be some 
redundancy among the learning outcomes that 
accompany IES 4 competence area of Ethical 
Principles. 

 
 

Sufficiency of Process 
IAESB members supported CAG members’ view that 
the process used to develop new or revised learning 
outcomes was sufficient.  
 
 
 
Improvements to ICT Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
IAESB members noted the CAG members’ 
suggestion to improve the clarity of the Introduction 
section by specifically addressing areas of audience 
and use, as well as including a caution textbox to 
indicate that the learning outcomes are non-
authoritative and non-exhaustive in terms of 
coverage.   
 
Enhancements to ICT Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
IAESB members agreed with the CAG members’ 
suggestion for better organization and requested that 
the non-authoritative learning outcomes should be 
organized to represent a progression of knowledge, 
skills and behaviors in ICT for aspiring and 
professional accountants. The guidance also 
indicates that it is intended to be supplemental to 
extant ICT learning outcomes and is to be information 
enhancing and should not be used as a checklist. 
IAESB members noted the suggestions to remove 
the verbs in each NLOs, avoid the use of LOs in the 
title, and consider using Indicative Topic Areas as a 
title, but decided to keep the verbs in the learning 
outcome statements to provide assistance to users 
for assessment of their achievement, include non-
authoritative learning outcomes in the title to reinforce 
the difference between the extant authoritative ICT 
learning outcomes, and not introduce the phrase, 
“Indicative Topic Areas” because the cognitive level 
and context of learning outcome statements have 
been retained.     
 
Inappropriate ICT Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
IAESB members noted the suggestion of CAG 
members on redundancy of learning outcomes, but 
have concluded that the NLOs are aligned and 
provide greater depth and understanding in 
developing curricula for IPD programs. 
 

 
Implementation Support Materials for Professional Accountants in Business 
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CAG Comments and Advice Considered  
by IAESB 

IAESB Response 

CAG members received a copy of a paper on 
proposed non-authoritative detailed learning outcomes 
draft of proposed and an Issues paper that identified 
questions for discussion on the process and any 
improvements of the learning outcomes. The following 
summarizes the CAG’s discussion. 
 
Sufficiency of Process 
CAG members agreed that the process to develop the 
NLOs is adequate and sufficient (See Agenda Item 6-
1 of the April 2019 CAG meeting) and provides a 
reasonable basis on which to issue non-authoritative 
guidance. 
 
Enhancements to PAIB Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
Several CAG members suggested to improve the 
PAIB context provided in the NLO statements, 
emphasize “future-oriented” rather than “traditional 
“old school” competencies and skills, and align with 
IFRSs for the purposes of preparing financial 
information.      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Presentation of PAIB Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
CAG members suggested that a preamble or 
introduction section is needed to explain that the 
proposed PAIB NLOs are not exhaustive and 
represent selected PAIB NLOs. Some members 
questioned whether the PAIB NLOs provide enough 
guidance to assist a developing member bodies in 
developing curricula for PAIBs. It was also suggested 
that more work was needed in the selection of verbs 
for the NLO statements to align with the proficiency 
levels of the IES 2 competence areas. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Inappropriate PAIB Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
CAG members suggested that the guidance 
publication focus only on PAIB NLOs that are needed 

April 2019 
IAESB & June 
2019 IAESB 
meetings 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sufficiency of Process 
IAESB members supported CAG members’ view that 
the process used to develop new or revised learning 
outcomes was sufficient.  
 
 
 
Enhancements to PAIB Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
IAESB members agreed with suggestions of CAG 
members and have decided that the guidance focus 
on PAIBs performing the role of future-ready strategic 
business partner which expands their skills to provide 
enhanced reporting of risk exposures, report 
information that informs decisions on deploying 
capital to grow the business profitably, support the 
long-term value creation for their enterprise, and 
communicate the ways in which accounting can 
promote the success of their enterprises. This 
enhanced work requires competencies in costing 
techniques, as well as procedures to ensure data 
security, protect assets, and meet legal and reporting 
requirements. 
 
Presentation of PAIB Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
IAESB members agreed with suggestions of CAG 
members and have requested that the Introduction 
section should be enhanced to: identify the intended 
audience, explain how the guidance can be used to 
develop curricula for IPD and CPD programs, and 
explain how non-authoritative learning outcomes 
were developed for the role of strategic business 
partner. The guidance also indicates that it is 
intended to be supplemental to extant ICT learning 
outcomes and is to be information enhancing and 
should not be used as a checklist. IAESB members 
also requested that the cognitive levels of the verbs 
for the NLOs should be reviewed to align with the 
proficiency levels of the competence areas of IESs 2, 
3, and 4. 
 
Inappropriate PAIB Non-Authoritative Learning 
Outcomes (NLOs) 
IAESB members agreed with suggestions of CAG 
members and have requested that NLOs focus on 
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to perform this role and remove NLOs that apply to all 
professional accountants. Several CAG members also 
suggested that NLOs need to address both IPD and 
CPD perspectives. It was suggested that the PAIB 
NLOs needed to align with IFRSs for reporting 
financial information. CAG members indicated that the 
guidance publication needed an Introduction section 
to set out the purpose and scope of guidance 
publication while providing the user an understanding 
that it is not addressing the roles performed by all 
professional accountants. 
  

PAIBs performing the role of strategic business 
partner and remove NLOs that apply to all 
professional accountants. The guidance recognizes 
that the NLOs address curricula for both IPD and 
CPD programs and provides several key focus areas 
that goes beyond reporting financial information. 
IAESB members also requested that the introduction 
section include a description of the purpose and 
scope of the guidance.   
 
 
 

 
Maintenance of Support Materials for IES Implementation 
 
CAG members received an oral presentation that 
highlighted the deliverables of the work group’s 
projects, including the: Report with accompanying 
recommendations and 2 videos on the findings from a 
survey on Implementation experiences and good 
practices on the implementation of IES 4; Inventory list 
of existing IAESB support materials, including a 
dedicated Accounting Education Resources webpage 
that provides implementation materials to support 
accountancy education; Framework for maintaining 
implementation support materials; and Drafting 
guidelines for implementation support materials.  
 
CAG members noted the update and had no further 
comments on the presentation but suggested that the 
support materials should be accompanied by some 
information on web analytics to support their usage 
and increase in awareness to the Board’s projects and 
publications.    
 

April 2019 
IAESB & June 
2019 IAESB 
meetings 

 
IAESB members noted CAG members’ request and 
requested the task force, given available resources 
and time, to investigate the awareness of these 
recent support materials through web analytics.    
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
Implementation Support Materials for Public Sector Accounting, Reporting, & Assurance 

CAG members received copies of papers that 
included proposed guidance that identifies 
enhancements to IES 2 for the preparation of public 
sector curricula, proposed learning outcomes for the 
development of public sector curricula, as well as an 
Issues paper that identifies questions for discussion. 
The following summarizes the discussion of IAESB 
CAG members.  
 
Implementation Support Material and Non-
Authoritative Learning Outcomes (NLOs) 
In general, CAG members expressed support for both 
the Illustrative Example (See Agenda Item 8-2 of the 
April 2019 CAG meeting) and the proposed NLOs 
(See Agenda Item 8-3 of the April 2019 CAG 

April 2019 
IAESB & June 
2019 IAESB 
meetings 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Implementation Support Material and Non-
Authoritative Learning Outcomes (NLOs) 
IAESB members agreed with CAG members’ 
suggestions on providing additional explanation to 
address issues of understanding the format used to 
present the NLOs, of improving the consistency of 
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meeting). CAG members suggested that that different 
format used to present the NLOs needed to be 
explained to ensure member bodies understood how 
they are mapped to extant learning outcomes and how 
they should treat these learning outcomes given the 
guidance is non-authoritative. It was also suggested 
that additional clarity would be brought to the 
publication by ensuring a consistency check on the 
usage of the verbs with the NDLO statements. Finally, 
CAG members suggested that the guidance needed 
to address what all professional accountants should 
know about public sector accounting, reporting, and 
assurance. 
  

cognitive level among NLOs, and identifying what all 
professional accountants should know about public 
sector accounting, reporting, and assurance. As a 
result, the guidance material providing an illustrative 
example for designing learning outcomes for curricula 
that meets public sector accountancy needs includes 
sections on the imperative for focus on the public 
sector and on how the professional accountancy 
education world begin to prepare, including 
fundamental concepts.  In addition, the Introduction 
section of the second guidance publication NLOs for 
the public sector accountancy curricula has been 
enhanced to clarify the purpose, audience and how 
the NLOs should be used. The verbs of the NLOs 
have also been reviewed to ensure that the cognitive 
level among the NLOs are consistent.   
  

 
Stakeholders Engagement & Communications 

CAG members received a copy of the IAESB 
Transition and Communications Plan, as well as an 
Issues paper that identified questions for discussion. 
The following summarizes the discussion of IAESB 
CAG members. 
 
Planned 2019 engagement & communication activities 
In general, CAG members supported the planned 
engagement and communications activities for the 
period until October 2019. Several CAG members 
suggested that Board will be releasing some important 
work over the coming months and communication 
vehicles such as eNews and Personal Perspectives 
articles, remain an effective way of bringing 
awareness and perspective to these publications. It 
was also suggested that an activity should be planned 
to enable an exchange between the Board volunteers 
and the Panel volunteers. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

April 2019 
IAESB & June 
2019 IAESB 
meetings 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Planned 2019 engagement & communication 
activities 
IAESB members agreed with CAG members’ advice 
on continuing the use of the eNews editions and 
Personal Perspectives articles to bring awareness to 
the release of the revised IESs and implementation 
guidance. IAESB requested the SEC work group to 
continue its work through the release of eNews on 
summarizing achievements of the April and June 
IAESB meetings and outreach activities. IAESB 
members also requested that SEC explore, time 
permitting, Personal Perspectives articles that 
provide additional perspective on planned guidance 
materials. Finally, IAESB members agreed with the 
CAG members’ suggestion on enabling exchange 
between the Board volunteers and the Panel 
volunteers and IFAC will be notified of the Board’s 
willingness to assist where needed in the transition to 
the new accountancy model. 
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