1. What is the purpose of the framework?
A framework is a set of assumptions, concepts, values and practices that constitutes a way of viewing reality (source: American Heritage Dictionary). The purpose of the framework is to provide this set for financial reporting. The set of assumptions, concepts, values and practices are the basis for principles. A principle is a fundamental source of something (source: Oxford English Dictionary), i.e. a financial reporting principle is a description of a fundamental requirement that financial reports should meet in order to achieve the desired way of viewing reality. Fundamental means it that has a primary role. It logically follows that principles should consistently be applied in order to achieve the desired way of viewing the reality. The application of principles is thus inevitable and it does not require a formal declaration of mandatory, compulsory status. 
Another feature of principles is that they are not fixed forever, they are not static, but rather they are dynamic. Principles are to be constantly evaluated as to meeting the set of assumptions, concepts, values and practices they are based on. In a dynamic world that set will change, hence the principles will change.
The framework for financial reporting should describe that set of assumptions etc.  Elaboration of the principles for the purpose of applying these to the various aspects of financial reporting is done in standards. Standards do not constitute new principles, but only give a description of the application of the principle.
Principles are a basis for viewing reality. Inherently principles will fall short of being able to provide thru their application a perfect view of reality.  Financial reports are no more than a model of the real world and as such their usefulness in reflecting reality is different for different aspects of that reality. In the development of standards this inherent shortcoming of a model should constantly be recognized and accepted and no attempt should be undertaken to compensate for it by endlessly detailing the standards. Detailed standards achieve the opposite of nearing the perfect view of reality as they narrow just that view. Detailed standards might also originate from a need to compensate for deficiencies in the principles. To no avail, the view will remain blurred.
The strength of a model as a reflection of reality is in the coherence and conciseness of the principles and the consistency of their application.

2. Are general purpose financial statements for all stakeholders a valid concept?
Any reader of this question, who has no knowledge of financial reporting, would answer it with “yes”, based on semantics: “general” must be for “all” otherwise the adjective general would be inappropriate. More seriously: to come up with the answer to that question, first of all the question of what the purpose of financial reporting is, should be answered. The answer to that question is an essential building block, if not the fundament, of the framework, an essential part of the set of assumptions etc.; the framework cannot be built without it! 
The purpose of financial reporting has its origin in the function of an entity, which is in essence to convert resources into products for exchange in a market. The purpose of financial reporting follows as being reporting (obviously in financial, or, monetary terms) by the entity on, i.e. providing a view of, the outcome of its conversion and exchange process. The entity reports to those who have provided resources. Different resource providers will have different levels of interest in the financial report. Those providers whose reward is fully dependant on the outcome of the conversion and exchange process will have the highest interest. Others will have less interest in the outcome to the extent that they have provided resources at conditions which make their reward less dependant on that outcome.
An approach for addressing these different needs for information might be the risk with respect to the reward for the resources the users have provided. 

3. Do investors and creditors represent a homogeneous enough group to be chosen as primary users?

Following the above reasoning the answer to the question can be brief: given their different risk perspective investors and creditors cannot form a homogeneous (enough) group. Only users with a similar risk perspective form a homogeneous group.

The question contains a second, interesting element, i.e. the concept of “primary users”. The issue is whether or not a distinction can be made between primary and non primary users. It can be suggested that the distinction could be based on the risk perspective of the various users. If the group with the highest risk is designated as primary users, i.e. as the group which has the highest need for information in order to assess their risk, a new element comes up. If the information needs of the primary users are met, are in that case the information needs of all other resource providers met as well? It is beyond the scope of this document to address that question.
4. Do users of financial reporting of profit oriented and non–profit oriented entities have similar needs?
The distinction profit, non-profit oriented is merely a distinction in purpose of the conversion and exchange process the entity is engaged in. In profit oriented entities that purpose is clear: profit. And profit is exactly the reward some resource providers are fully dependant on and their reward is thus fully at risk. In a non-profit oriented entity the purpose is not clear, it might be anything. But whatever the purpose, the same reasoning can be applied: it is the achievement of the purpose that is at risk for those resource providers whose reward depends on just that achievement.
Users of financial reports of profit and non-profit oriented entities have similar needs. All want to be informed on the achievement of the purpose of the conversion and exchange process in relation to their risk.
5. Do the users of financial reporting of small, large, listed, unlisted companies have similar needs?

Following the same reasoning as presented above the answer to the question is by definition yes.  All resource providers, irrespective of the size or the purpose of the entity they provide resources to, face risks; the only thing that might vary is the value at risk, but not necessarily in relation to the size of the entity.
Principles of financial reporting as laid down in a framework have nothing to do with the size of the entity, nor with the purpose of the entity. Principles are set in order to obtain a (best possible) view of reality. Abandoning or neglecting those principles on the basis of size of the company would mean that the larger the entity, or the smaller the entity, the lower the quality could be of the view of reality presented. Such would probably not be an acceptable proposition to those whose reward for providing resources is fully at risk.
6. Do financial statements and other types of financial reporting have similar objectives?

Different types of financial reporting exist for different purposes. Financial reports might have as objective to report on only one, a limited number, or all of the aspects of the outcome of the conversion and exchange process. It is a matter of shared assumptions, concepts, values and practices that determines which of the different types of financial reports is called “financial statements”. Current practice appears to be that the term financial statements is designated for the attempt to report on all aspects.
7. Do financial statements and other types of financial reporting have similar qualitative characteristics? 

Financial reporting of all types will have similar qualitative characteristics, because all these types of financial reporting have a similar objective: portray reality.  Qualitative characteristics are in actual fact requirements that must be met in order to reach the desired quality of the view of reality. It may well be, that, if a financial report is aimed at one (or a limited number of the) aspect(s) of the outcome of the conversion and exchange process, a certain characteristics is of more importance than it is in a report on another aspect.
8. Can all kinds of financial reporting be dealt with by the same framework?

Following the line of reasoning set out above the answer is that, given the common objective, i.e. provide a view of reality, all kinds of financial reporting can be dealt with by the same framework.
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