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A

nteriormente en Contrapartida se expresaron algunas ideas sobre las relaciones entre las normas de contabilidad y la regulación prudencial. También se mencionó la necesidad de armonizar en Colombia las nuevas normas contables con el derecho societario, sobre todo en cuanto a la determinación del resultado distribuible.
Recientemente, en un evento de la ahora denominada fundación IFRS, Fernando Restoy, Presidente del Comité sobre reportes financieros del CESR (Comitee of European Securities Regulators), pronunció la conferencia titulada “Accounting: Convergence, Governance and Regulation”.
Según el texto de la mencionada presentación:

“(…) in most jurisdictions neither commercial nor prudential regulators provide sufficiently explicit and detailed distribution rules for firms’ income. Therefore, at present, the responsibility to determine not only income but also the split between distributable and non-distributable income lies largely with accounting standard setters (in practice, at least, when not de iure), even if the issue is of greater relevance to other regulators. A logical consequence is that, from time to time, accounting standard setters experience enormous pressure from regulators to change standards determining P&L in order to accommodate specific considerations which have little to do with the objectives of accounting. (…)”

Llamó mi atención una propuesta incluida en el mismo documento, en busca de una solución para la problemática planteada:

“ (…) financial statements could report measures of distributable income and regulatory reserves that regulators themselves decide in notes or in the statements themselves. Similarly, nothing prevents the inclusion of performance indicators that become sufficiently standardised. But it should be clear that those are not IFRS concepts. (…)”
“(…)Moreover the idea of a creating a regulatory income account would be a useful additional step in the direction that I am proposing. This idea, recently proposed by David Tweedie, shows clearly that accounting standards can be adapted to reflect that, at least for regulated companies, there could be prudential considerations that filter out the profit and loss account before the decision on dividends is taken. However, it is somewhat surprising that not all prudential supervisors support the application of this apparently powerful prudential policy tool as they seem to prefer that accountants do the job for them by redefining the regular profit and loss account. (…)”

Considero que propuestas como la que se acaba de citar son un valioso insumo para los reguladores contables y para las entidades con funciones de supervisión. En particular, merecen ser estudiadas en el proceso actual de modernización de la regulación contable en Colombia. 
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