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U

na de las conclusiones del II Encuentro de construcción conjunta organizado por la Superintendencia de Sociedades, fue: “Debemos avanzar en la comprensión del concepto de Otro Resultado Integral ORI con el propósito de identificar con claridad los hechos económicos que lo originan y efectuar un reconocimiento adecuado en las partidas que lo componen.”. El ORI ha resultado complejo para muchas personas en varios lugares del mundo. Tanto que IASB ha tenido que empeñarse en procurar hacer claridades al respecto en su proyecto de marco conceptual. Al efecto, a fin de llenarse de razones, ha desplegado varias estrategias, entre ellas varias mesas redondas. El 15 de septiembre pasado, se publicó en la web de IFRS la siguiente noticia: “(…) The European Financial Reporting Advisory Group (EFRAG), the European Federation of Financial Analysts Societies (EFFAS), and the Association Belge des Analystes Financiers (ABAF), in co-operation with the IASB, are pleased to publish a summary report of their investor outreach event held on 1 July 2015.”. Es muy importante mirar las cosas como lo hacen los analistas financieros, usuarios de primera línea de los estados financieros. Según el resumen de los comentarios que se hicieron en este evento “(…) The user panel and some participants considered that it was important for users to look at OCI to have a complete picture of a company’s performance. They noted that if significant amounts of income and expenses were included in OCI and those amounts varied significantly, users failing to take these amounts into consideration, risked being misled. Others noted that the lack of clarity as to what OCI represented was not helping users to get the full picture. (…)”. Los panelistas recordaron el trabajo previamente publicado por EFRAG “Profit or Loss versus OCI”, según el cual “(…) EFRAG therefore considers that the final Conceptual Framework should include more guidance on when it would enhance the relevance of profit or loss to include changes in net assets in OCI instead of in profit or loss and on the principles relating to the timing of recycling. This paper is an attempt to contribute to helping the IASB fill the void that is found in the ED on this issue. (..)”. Más adelante se sostiene: “(…) The ED states that only remeasurements of assets and liabilities can be reported in OCI. It is consistent with the papers of the ASBJ and Marshall and Lennard to limit OCI to the reporting of remeasurements of assets and liabilities. Similarly, EFRAG tentatively believes that there would generally not be circumstances where remeasurement of assets and liabilities would provide the most useful information for the statement of profit or loss, but where the most relevant information for the statement of financial position would be presented when assets and liabilities are measured at cost in the statement for financial position. Accordingly, all changes in an entity’s economic position as they arise from measuring assets and liabilities at cost, or by reference to a modified cost model (i.e. the lower of cost and another value), are to be reflected in profit or loss. (…)”. De manera que hay mucho de donde aprender.
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