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the code of practice on local authority accounting in the united kingdom 2011/12 code update (and the 2012/13 Code) – accounting for  non-current schools’ assets
invitation to comment

response sheet

This Invitation to Comment will be regarded as on the public record unless confidentiality is specifically requested.  Copies of all correspondence and an analysis of responses will be provided to the Financial Reporting Advisory Board.
	Name
	     

	Organisation
	     


Responses are required by 30 September 2011 and may be sent to:

The Secretary

CIPFA/LASAAC Local Authority Code Board

Policy and Technical Directorate 

CIPFA

3 Robert Street

London 

WC2N 6RL

Fax: 020 7543 5695

E-mail: code.responses@cipfa.org.uk
For ease of handling, e-mailed copies of this Response Form are preferred.

SECTION A – DEVELOPMENT ITEMS WHICH WILL BE INCLUDED IN A 2011/12 CODE UPDATE (AND 2012/13 CODE)
	Question
	Response
	Comments etc.

	1
	Do you agree with CIPFA/LASAAC’s view that IFRICs 4 and 12 and IAS 17 do not have application in relation to the recognition of non-current schools assets – unless a specific arrangement exists?  If not, why not?  What, if any alternatives would you suggest?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	2
	Do you consider that there are any additional factors that should be added to the analysis in the Annex to this consultation?  Please give reasons why any additional factors suggested should be added to the Annex and how you consider this would impact on the recognition or otherwise of non-current schools’ assets.  
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	3
	Do you agree with CIPFA/LASAAC’s conclusions regarding the recognition of non-current schools’ assets in relation to the different categories of schools?  If not, why not?  What, if any, alternatives would you suggest?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	4
	Do you consider that the Code should include an interpretation in relation to the recognition of land and buildings used by schools in relation to the categories of school?  If not, why not?   What, if any, alternatives would you suggest?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 

	     

	5
	Do you consider that the interpretation in relation to the recognition of land and buildings used by schools in relation to the categories of school should be applied retrospectively?   If not, why not?   What, if any, alternatives would you suggest?
	 FORMDROPDOWN 
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