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Part 3
Drafting relevant ideas 

If an idea, a sentence or a paragraph is applicable
without any change to all cases or to any entity,
this means that your response is not sufficiently

integrated with the specifics of the case.

          Accounting for Success, 2010, p. 73



2

© Deslauriers, Sylvie, Teaching Tips for Accounting Cases,
AB + Publications, 240 pages, 2012, ISBN 978-0-97380-385-3.                                              

Part 3
Drafting relevant ideas

“The challenge is to demonstrate one’s theoretical knowledge
while integrating it into the specifics of the case.”

This section is designed to assist students in drafting relevant ideas and, to this end, provides 
three objectives: learning how to integrate ideas; knowing how to take the case facts into account; 
and ensuring that one’s ideas are adequate.

Objective: Learning how to integrate ideas 

Resolving a case requires that one provide a response that is unremittingly integrated into 
the case and its specific context. This means that each analysis, argument, piece of advice, 
conclusion or recommendation must respond directly to the needs expressed by the intended 
recipient of the report.  This is not an easy task for students, more especially if they are still in 
the throes of their first case simulations. On the one hand, a case refers to a number of distinct 
subjects, subjects that are generally taught independently one of the other. Thus, for example, 
one may need to remember the criteria that must be met for an intangible asset arising from 
development to be recognized, or remind oneself that there is a specific accounting standard 
applicable to investment property. Additionally, considerable understanding is required to 
treat a subject realistically in a specific context. One has to be very familiar with the underlying 
theory (standards, regulations, laws, principles, etc.) and be able to stand back and determine 
what will be useful in the case under consideration. For example, making an evaluation of 
the financing capacity may be necessary to assess the criterion of availability of the financial 
resources required to complete the Wireless Technology Project. (B34)

TIP: Reveal in advance to 

students the main subjects 

to be dealt with in the 

following case. They may 

thus review them prior to 

the simulation so that, 

once into it, they can focus 

more on how to resolve the 

problems or issues.

TIP:  Go back over  the 

concepts that characterize 

a particularly difficult 

subject and develop short 

scenarios that allow practice 

at integrating theory and 

case facts.

TIP: Regularly provide your students 

with indicators that help them remember 

key concepts (e.g. the use of assertions 

in an audit program); take the time 

to remind them of the main concepts 

underlying subjects they have not been 

fully understood.

TIP: Allow students direct access to the 

various reference volumes during the 

case simulation, at least for the first 

cases.
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TIP:  Encourage them to make direct use 
of theoretical texts from reference works 
(an accounting standard, for example) 
in order to bring out theoretical concepts 
from their source, and not simply to 
rely on their memory. It is essential 
that they learn to delve for relevant 
concepts in the reference books.

TIP: Emphasize those subjects that 
need to be reviewed following a case 
analysis. There are always some!

When writing their responses, the natural reflex of many students is to sum up the theory 
applicable to a given subject, for example, the accounting treatment of property, plant and 
equipment. Subsequently, often in the following paragraph, they will discuss the specifics of 
the case under consideration, focusing, for example, on the accounting policy to be used for 
the buildings mentioned in the case. This approach, however, results in a lack of precision and 
smoothness in the connection between the theoretical and practical aspects of the case. Indeed, 
the link between these two aspects is simply non-existent and the marker has to consider only 
what is explicit, and not what is implicit. Consequently, students need to learn to simultaneously 
integrate theory and case facts, in order to demonstrate their professional skills. My own 
experience confirms that they have a strong tendency to parade their knowledge, without 
stopping to ask whether doing so is useful for either employer or client. 

Reading the case B makes it evident that the mobile network has to be written 
down. The facts speak for themselves: “sixty of the 340 towers were damaged” 
and “the whole mobile telephone network was disabled.”  Most students will 
find the situation self-evident.
However, one should recollect the definition of “recoverable amount,” which is 
the higher of an asset’s or cash-generating unit’s fair value less costs to sell and its 
value in use. Any student who does not remember that it is necessary to retain the 
higher of two values will provide a shorter, and certainly incomplete, argument.
Subsequently, one needs to determine whether the calculation of this higher 
value must be applied to “an individual asset” or to “a cash-generating unit.” 
Yet again, students forgetful of this concept will, naturally, fail to bring up this 
aspect in their response. 

There is certainly no doubt that one’s ability to resolve a case is directly related to one’s 
understanding of the theoretical concepts at play. Of course, there are writing strategies that 
are success-oriented, and one can also call upon one’s intuition or general knowledge to help 
save the day: but all this can only make up partially for a lack of knowledge per se. When 
students need to call upon one or other of the concepts previously presented in their program 
of study, without being able to anticipate which one it might be, they will find themselves in 
great uncertainty.  

N.B. Parts 10 and 11 deal with different ways
 of retaining theoretical concepts.
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TIP: Have them practice drafting sentences or paragraphs that 

integrate theoretical concepts and case facts. 

TIP: Provide examples of over-theoretical writing. Use an 

interactive whiteboard (IWB) in order to add whatever is missing, 

so as to provide a full discussion. 

TIP: Present examples where the link between theory and case 

facts has not been clearly brought out. Explain that the marker 

cannot presume the existence of a link that has not been pointed 

out by the student. 

TIP: Explain to the students that using the names of the entities 

or of the people involved makes for better case integration.

Through my experience I am also aware that students often put down over-general ideas, ideas 
that could be applied to any entity. Or sometimes they will pick up a sentence as is, straight 
from the solution to a previous case. As illustrated below, they need to learn to use the case 
facts as much as possible, when writing the response. 

Idea lacking integration Idea integrated to the case

Financial measures can most certainly be 
used to always motivate employees and 
improve their performance on an ongoing 
basis. (CASE A)
N.B. The words “most certainly” and 
“always,” are unnecessary.

Financial measures may be used to motivate 
store managers and improve their decision-
making as regards optimal product mix, the 
demand for each product, and the price that 
can be charged.

A management discussion and analysis 
should describe the major changes facing 
the entity. (CASE B)

The SableTel management discussion and 
analysis should describe the major changes 
to its environment, such as the financial 
consequences of the Baylee Hurricane, or 
some indication as to when the system might 
be back up and running.

The case B brings out the fact that each subsidiary’s reporting document is 
expected to meet StarNova’s “Management Discussion and Analysis” (MD&A) 
requirements so that StarNova’s senior management can easily incorporate it into 
their annual report to shareholders. Although it might be tempting, it would not 
be appropriate in this case to present the list of analyses usually included in a 
“financial review by management” (IAS 1 par. 13). On the one hand a theoretical 
summary is not useful; on the other—and this needs to be said—it simply was 
not asked for!


