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MINUTES OF 

THE INTERNATIONAL ACCOUNTING EDUCATION STANDARDS BOARD  

PUBLIC TELECONFERENCE MEETING HELD JUNE 6, 2019. 
VENUE: Teleconference Meeting No. 2/19 (92) 

 

PRESENT: 

 Voting Members:  Technical Advisors: 

United States Anne-Marie Vitale (Chair)  Helen Partridge & Karl Thaesler 

Japan Yoshinori Kawamura Shinji Takada 

Lebanon Rania Uwaydah Mardini Catherine Edwards 

Mexico   Blanca Tapia    

South Korea Yeong Kyun Ahn   

Sri Lanka Manil Jayesinghe  

United Kingdom Rachel Banfield  Suzie Webb 

United Kingdom Elizabeth Gammie  

United States Brian McGuire  Raef Lawson 

United States Bruce Behn   Steve Matzke  

TAC Susan St. Amant   

TAC Greg Owens  Sarah Hamlin 

TAC Susan Flis   David Simko 

TAC   Gareth Wellings    

Public Member  Bernard Agulhas      

Public Member Isaac Njuguna  Edwin Makori 

 

Observer: 

PIOB Representative   Gonzalo Ramos 

CAG Chair     Raymond Johnson 

 

IAESB Staff:  

Principal    David McPeak  

Executive Assistant   Sonia Tavares 

 

APOLOGIES:  

Public Member    Chris Austin 

Indonesia, Member   Sidharta Utama 

Mexico, Member    Gabriela Farias-Martinez 

TAC, Member   Mienkie Etcheverrigaray 

Public Member, Technical Advisor   Adrian Pulham 

Indonesia, Technical Advisor  Lindawati Gani 

South Korea, Technical Advisor  Seon-Yeong Oh 

TAC, Technical Advisor  Daniel Slezak 

IAAER Observer   Keryn Chalmers 

UNCTAD Observer   Yoseph Asmelash 

Managing Director, Professional Standards  James Gunn   
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OPENING MATTERS 

1(i) Welcome  

Ms. Anne-Marie Vitale, IAESB Chair, welcomed IAESB members, technical advisors, and observers to the 

teleconference meeting. She extended a special welcome to Mr. Gonzalo Ramos, PIOB representative, for 

this meeting. 

Apologies for the meeting were received from Ms. Mienkie Etcheverrigaray (Practitioner member), Dr. 

Gabriela Farias-Martinez (Non-practitioner member, Mexico), Mr. Chris Austin (Public member), Dr. 

Sidharta Utama (Non-practitioner member, Indonesia), Dr. Lindawati Gani (Technical advisor of Dr.  

Sidharta Utama), Dr. Adrian Pulham (Technical advisor of Chris Austin), Seon-Yeong Oh (Technical advisor 

of Mr. Yeong Kyun Ahn), Mr. Daniel Slezak (Technical advisor of Ms. Susan St. Amant), Dr Keryn Chalmers 

(IAAER Observer), Mr. Yoseph Asmelash (UNCTAD Observer), and Mr. James Gunn (Managing Director, 

Professional Standards). Mr. Karl Thaesler participated as technical advisor to Anne-Marie Vitale. 

1(ii) Approval of Agenda 

The meeting agenda was approved as is.  

 

CURRENT PROJECTS 

2. REVISIONS TO IES 2, 3, 4, AND 8 – ICT PERSPECTIVE 

Ms. Anne-Marie Vitale, Information and Communications Technologies task force chair, provided IAESB 

members with copies of papers that included marked-up and clean versions of revisions to IESs 2, 3, 4, 

and 8 to the Exposure Draft (ED), ICT related learning outcomes (L/Os), basis for changes for learning 

outcomes with four or more comments, an analysis of respondents’ comments to the Exposure Draft (ED), 

as well as an Issues paper that identified questions for discussion. The following summarizes the Board’s 

discussion.  

IAESB Discussion of Issues 

Definition of Information and Communications Technologies 

In general, IAESB members agreed with the task force’s proposed definition of Information and 

Communications Technologies (See Agenda Item 2-1 of June 2019 IAESB teleconference meeting). IAESB 

members supported the view of not including specific technologies in L/Os because of the need to remain 

principles-based and avoid ICT L/Os becoming obsolete within a few years because of the pace of 

technological advancements. However, IAESB members disagreed with the CAG members’ suggestion to 

keep the phrase, “A diverse set,” in the proposed definition because the phrase was too vague. It was also 

suggested that the clarity of the definition could be improved by not repeating the term “technologies” in the 

body of the definition.    

https://www.iaesb.org/system/files/meetings/files/2-1-ICT-Issues-Paper.pdf
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Revisions of ICT Learning Outcomes 

 

Learning Outcomes IES 2 b (iii), IES 2 f (vi), and IES 2 g (iii) 

Some IAESB members suggested that the ICT activities identified in L/Os IES 2 f(vi) and IES 2 g(iii) (See 

Agenda Item 2-1 of June 2019 IAESB teleconference meeting) should be reviewed to ensure consistency. 

IAESB members also questioned what the rationale is for changing the verb from “assess” to “analyze”. In 

addition, IAESB members questioned why “accessing” was replaced with “generating” in L/O IES 2 g(iii) 

and suggested that the choice of activities should reflect how information flows across the ICT process.   

 

Learning Outcomes IES 2 h(i), IES 2 h(ii), and IES 2 h(iii) 

IAESB agreed with the proposed L/Os and had no further comments on these L/Os. 

 

Learning Outcomes IES 2 f(iii), IES 2 h(vii), and IES 2 i(i) 

IAESB agreed with the proposed L/Os and had no further comments on these L/Os. 

 

Learning Outcomes IES 4 b(vi) and IES 8 n(iv) 

Several IAESB members suggested that the verb,” apply” should not be replaced by the verb “explain” in 

L/O IES 4 b(vi) because aspiring professional accountants work with data and information at a very early 

stage in learning and workplace environments and should be capable of applying ethical principles in these 

environments.   IAESB expressed no comments with the changes made to L/O IES 8 n(iv). 

Proposed Way Forward 

The IAESB directed the ICT task force to continue its work on finalizing the drafting the revised IESs 2, 3, 

4, and 8 for IAESB discussion at its June meeting.  

 

 

3.  REVISIONS TO IESS 2, 3, 4, AND 8 – PROFESSIONAL SKEPTICISM PERSPECTIVE 

Mr. David Simko, Professional Skepticism task force chair, provided IAESB members with copies of papers 

that included marked-up and clean versions of revisions to IESs 2, 3, 4, and 8 to the Exposure Draft (ED), 

ICT related learning outcomes, an analysis of respondents’ comments to the Exposure Draft (ED), as well 

as an Issues paper that identified questions for discussion. The following summarizes the Board’s 

discussion according to each of the 4 revised IESs. 

IAESB Discussion of Issues 

International Education Standard 2 

IAESB members generally agreed with the proposed task force changes to L/Os IES 2 e(vi) and IES 2 e(vii) 

(See Agenda Item 3-1 of the June 2019 IAESB teleconference meeting). However, several IAESB members 

made the following comments or suggestions for consideration: 

https://www.iaesb.org/system/files/meetings/files/2-1-ICT-Issues-Paper.pdf
https://www.iaesb.org/system/files/meetings/files/3-1-Professional-Skepticism-Issues-Paper.pdf
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• Review the whether the verb, “assess” lowers the cognitive level as compared to extant verb “conclude”; 

• Suggest using the verb, “assess” for International Professional Development’s IESs and the verb, 

“conclude” for IES 8; and 

• Suggest replacing the word, “contrary” with ‘contradictory” to align with its use in the IAASB’s ISAs. 

International Education Standard 3 

IAESB members expressed a mixed view on removing the definition of intellectual agility. Those supporting 

the removal of the definition agreed with the comments provided in the Issues paper (See Agenda Item 3-

1 of the June 2019 IAESB teleconference meeting). A few IAESB members opposed the removal of the 

definition suggesting that the element, “identify new or alternative ways of working” of the definition was not 

captured in the wording of the L/O IES 3 a(v). It was also indicated that “professional attitude” was not 

sufficient as a replacement for the idea of intellectual agility. Several IAESB members made the following 

comments or suggestions for consideration: 

• L/O IES 3 a(v). Suggest replacing the word, “quickly” with either “promptly” or “effectively” to ensure 

messaging is not misunderstood; and 

• L/O IES 3 c(vi). Review the phrase, “in decision making” because it may be too narrow in scope and 

suggest replacing the phrase with “in making judgments”. 

International Education Standard 4 

In general, IAESB members supported the content of new paragraph 15 in the Explanatory Material section 

(See Agenda Item 2-2 of the June 2019 IAESB teleconference meeting), several IAESB members made 

the following comments and editorial suggestions for consideration: 

• Review the wording of the paragraph for hidden requirements;  

• Review the wording in the last sentence of the paragraph to read, “The attitudes, skills and behaviors 

contributing to professional skepticism are further developed following IPD, through continuing 

professional development”; 

• Consider integrating some of the content in paragraph 15 into the Explanatory Material of the IES 8; 

and 

• Consult with the IAASB on the alignment of the wording of the paragraph with the ISAs. 

It was suggested that the phrase, “in decision making” in L/O IES 4 a(ii) should be reviewed because it may 

be too narrow in scope and replaced with the phrase with “in making judgments”. 

International Education Standard 8 

IAESB members supported the revisions to L/Os IES 8 a(i), m(v), and n(ii) and the removal of L/O IES 8 

l(ii). It was suggested that the task force review L/O IES 8 l(i) and the proposed new learning outcome in 

Paragraph A18 of the Issues paper (See Agenda Item 3-1 of the June 2019 IAESB teleconference meeting) 

to ensure that the competence area, “Commitment to the public interest”, is well supported. 

https://www.iaesb.org/system/files/meetings/files/3-1-Professional-Skepticism-Issues-Paper.pdf
https://www.iaesb.org/system/files/meetings/files/3-1-Professional-Skepticism-Issues-Paper.pdf
https://www.iaesb.org/system/files/meetings/files/2-2-MARKED-UP-Version-of-Revised-IESs-2348.pdf
https://www.iaesb.org/system/files/meetings/files/3-1-Professional-Skepticism-Issues-Paper.pdf
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Proposed Way Forward 

The IAESB directed the Professional Skepticism task force to continue its work on finalizing the drafting the 

revised IESs 2, 3, 4, and 8 for IAESB discussion at its June meeting.  

4. PIOB REPRESENTATIVE’S OBSERVATIONS 

Mr. Gonzalo Ramos, PIOB representative, indicated that he enjoyed the Board’s teleconference meeting 

and thanked Chantal, teleconference operator, David Simko, and Anne-Marie for encouraging participation, 

as well as IAESB members for being forthcoming in their comments which resulted in a good discussion. 

Mr. Ramos noted IAESB’s alignment in revising IESs 2, 3, 4, and 8 with IAASB’s revised ISAs 540 and 315 

and the Board’s alignment with IESBA’s work on revising the Code of Ethics in areas of information 

technology and professional skepticism.  He indicated that there was a good discussion by IAESB members 

in addressing comments from respondents of the Exposure Draft and CAG members. Mr. Ramos stated 

that the PIOB would have liked to see a greater number of comment letters on the Exposure Draft on the 

Revised IESs. He noted the engagement of IAESB members’ comments on the appropriate choice of verbs 

relating to “explain” or “apply” ethical principles in IES 4. Mr. Ramos recognized that there were fewer ICT 

comments relating to IESs 3 and 4, but this typically reflects the nature of the subject material of these 

IESs. He noted the good participation from all members on issues relating to these three IPD IESs. 

Mr. Ramos also noted the relevance and appropriateness of IAESB members’ comments on changes to 

wording of IES 8 L/Os, especially those comments relating to the exercise of professional skepticism. 

Overall, Mr. Ramos expressed a high assessment of teleconference meeting, indicating IAESB members 

dealt with the significant issues and responded well in addressing ED and CAG comments. Finally, he 

congratulated IAESB Chair and members for their engagement and work. 

Ms. Vitale thanked Mr. Ramos for his comments and expressed appreciation for his efforts in participating 

in the meeting. 

 

5. TERMINATION OF MEETING 

In closing the teleconference meeting, Ms. Vitale thanked Board members for their contributions to the 

meeting. She indicated that there would be a full agenda for the June in-person meeting and hoped for 

active participation by members in finalizing the content of the revised IESs, finalizing the content of 

Implementation Support Materials for ICT, Professional Accountants in Business, and Public Sector 

Accounting, Reporting, and Assurance, and finalizing the Board’s recommendations to the International 

Panel on Accountancy Education. 

The meeting closed on Thursday, (June 6th, 2019) at 10:33 hours. 

Approved by Chairman: ……………………………………… 

Date: ………………………………………………………….. 
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ACTION LIST – AS A RESULT OF JUNE  2019 IAESB TELECONFERENCE MEETING 

 

ACTION PERSON(S) 

RESPONSIBLE 

DUE DATE STATUS 

1. Prepare Final versions for the 

Revised IESs, 2, 3, 4, and 8 

Anne-Marie Vitale, David 

Simko, Helen Partridge, 

Susan Flis and David 

McPeak  

June 24, 2019 Done 

 

 


