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INDEPENDENT AUDITORS’ REPORT 
ON INTERNAL CONTROL OVER FINANCIAL REPORTING 

AND ON COMPLIANCE AND OTHER MATTERS 
BASED ON AN AUDIT OF FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 

PERFORMED IN ACCORDANCE WITH GOVERNMENT AUDITING STANDARDS 
 
 
Board of County Commissioners 
Johnson County, Kansas  
 

We have audited the financial statements of the governmental activities, the business-type 
activities, the discretely presented component unit, each major fund, and the aggregate remaining 
fund information of Johnson County, Kansas, as of and for the year ended December 31, 2009, 
which collectively comprise Johnson County, Kansas’ basic financial statements, and have issued 
our report thereon dated June 23, 2010.  We conducted our audit in accordance with auditing 
standards generally accepted in the United States of America and the standards applicable to 
financial audits contained in Government Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General 
of the United States. 
 
Internal Control over Financial Reporting 
 
In planning and performing our audit, we considered Johnson County, Kansas’ internal control 
over financial reporting as a basis for designing our auditing procedures for the purpose of 
expressing our opinions on the financial statements, but not for the purpose of expressing an 
opinion on the effectiveness of Johnson County, Kansas’ internal control over financial reporting.  
Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the effectiveness of Johnson County, Kansas’ 
internal control over financial reporting. 
 
A deficiency in internal control exists when the design or operation of a control does not allow 
management or employees, in the normal course of performing their assigned functions, to 
prevent, or detect and correct misstatements on a timely basis. A material weakness is a 
deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control such that there is a reasonable 
possibility that a material misstatement of the entity’s financial statements will not be prevented, or 
detected and corrected on a timely basis. 
 
Our consideration of internal control over financial reporting was for the limited purpose described 
in the first paragraph of this section and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal 
control over financial reporting that might be deficiencies, significant deficiencies or material 
weaknesses.  We did not identify any deficiencies in internal control over financial reporting that 
we consider to be material weaknesses, as defined above.  However, as described in the 
accompanying schedule of finding and questioned costs, as items 2009-A and 2009-B, we 
identified certain deficiencies in internal control over financial reporting that we consider to be 
significant deficiencies in internal control over financial reporting related to the Johnson County 
Park and Recreation District which is a discretely presented component unit of Johnson County.  
A significant deficiency is a deficiency, or a combination of deficiencies, in internal control that is 
less severe than a material weakness, yet important enough to merit attention by those charged 
with governance.   
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Compliance and Other Matters 
 
As part of obtaining reasonable assurance about whether Johnson County, Kansas’ financial 
statements are free of material misstatement, we performed tests of its compliance with certain 
provisions of laws, regulations, contracts, and grant agreements, noncompliance with which could 
have a direct and material effect on the determination of financial statement amounts.  However, 
providing an opinion on compliance with those provisions was not an objective of our audit, and 
accordingly, we do not express such an opinion.  The results of our tests disclosed no instances 
of noncompliance or other matters that are required to be reported under Government Auditing 
Standards. 
 
Johnson County Park and Recreation District’s responses to the findings identified in our audit 
are described in the accompanying schedule of findings and questioned costs.  We did not audit 
Johnson County Park and Recreation District’s responses and, accordingly, we express no 
opinion on it. 
 
This report is intended solely for the information and use of the Board of Commissioners, 
management, others within the entity, and federal awarding agencies and pass-through entities 
and is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than those specified parties. 
 
 

Allen, Gibbs & Houlik, L.C. 
                                                                           CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

 
 
June 23, 2010 
Wichita, Kansas 
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INDEPENDENT AUDITORS’ REPORT ON 
COMPLIANCE WITH REQUIREMENTS APPLICABLE TO EACH MAJOR 

PROGRAM AND INTERNAL CONTROL OVER COMPLIANCE 
IN ACCORDANCE WITH OMB CIRCULAR A-133 

 
 
Board of County Commissioners 
Johnson County, Kansas 
 
 
Compliance 
 
We have audited the compliance of Johnson County, Kansas with the types of compliance 
requirements described in the OMB Circular A-133 Compliance Supplement that are applicable to 
each of its major federal programs for the year ended December 31, 2009.  Johnson County, Kansas’ 
major federal programs are identified in the summary of auditors’ results section of the accompanying 
schedule of findings and questioned costs.  Compliance with the requirements of laws, regulations, 
contracts, and grants applicable to each of its major federal programs is the responsibility of Johnson 
County, Kansas’ management.  Our responsibility is to express an opinion on Johnson County, 
Kansas’ compliance based on our audit. 
 
We conducted our audit of compliance in accordance with auditing standards generally accepted in 
the United States of America; the standards applicable to financial audits contained in Government 
Auditing Standards, issued by the Comptroller General of the United States; and OMB Circular A-133, 
Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations.  Those standards and OMB 
Circular A-133 require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain reasonable assurance about 
whether noncompliance with the types of compliance requirements referred to above that could have 
a direct and material effect on a major federal program occurred.  An audit includes examining, on a 
test basis, evidence about Johnson County, Kansas’ compliance with those requirements and 
performing such other procedures as we considered necessary in the circumstances.  We believe that 
our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion.  Our audit does not provide a legal 
determination of Johnson County, Kansas’ compliance with those requirements. 
 
As described in items 2009-C and 2009-D in the accompanying schedule of findings and questioned 
costs, Johnson County, Kansas did not comply with the Community Development Block Grants’ 
Subrecipient requirements; and, the Federal Transit Cluster Allowable Costs requirements that are 
applicable to these federal programs.  Compliance with such requirements is necessary, in our 
opinion, for Johnson County, Kansas to comply with the requirements applicable to those programs. 
 
In our opinion, except for the noncompliance described in the preceding paragraph, Johnson County, 
Kansas complied, in all material respects, with the requirements referred to above that are applicable 
to each of its major federal programs for the year ended December 31, 2009. 



 

4 

Internal Control Over Compliance 
 
The management of Johnson County, Kansas is responsible for establishing and maintaining effective 
internal control over compliance with requirements of laws, regulations, contracts, and grants 
applicable to federal programs.  In planning and performing our audit, we considered Johnson County, 
Kansas’ internal control over compliance with the requirements that could have a direct and material 
effect on a major federal program in order to determine our auditing procedures for the purpose of 
expressing our opinion on compliance and to test and report on internal control over compliance in 
accordance with OMB Circular A133, but not for the purpose of expressing an opinion on the 
effectiveness of internal control over compliance.  Accordingly, we do not express an opinion on the 
effectiveness of Johnson County, Kansas’ internal control over compliance. 
 
Our consideration of internal control over compliance was for the limited purpose described in the 
preceding paragraph and was not designed to identify all deficiencies in internal control over 
compliance that might be significant deficiencies or material weaknesses and therefore, there can be 
no assurance that all deficiencies, significant deficiencies, or material weaknesses have been 
identified.  However, as discussed below, we identified certain deficiencies in internal control over 
compliance that we consider to be material weaknesses and other deficiencies that we consider to be 
significant deficiencies.   
 
A deficiency in internal control over compliance exists when the design or operation of a control over 
compliance does not allow management or employees, in the normal course of performing their 
assigned functions, to prevent, or detect and correct, noncompliance with a type of compliance 
requirement of a federal program on a timely basis.  A material weakness in internal control over 
compliance is a deficiency, or combination of deficiencies, in internal control over compliance, such 
that there is a reasonable possibility that material noncompliance with a type of compliance 
requirement of a federal program will not be prevented, or detected and corrected, on a timely basis.   
 
A significant deficiency in internal control over compliance is a deficiency, or a combination of 
deficiencies, in internal control over compliance with a type of compliance requirement of a federal 
program that is less severe than a material weakness in internal control over compliance, yet 
important enough to merit attention by those charged with governance,.  We consider the deficiencies 
in internal control over compliance described in the accompanying schedule of findings and 
questioned costs as items 2009-C and 2009-D to be significant deficiencies. 
 
Johnson County, Kansas’ response to the findings identified in our audit are described in the 
accompanying schedule of findings and questioned costs.  We did not audit Johnson County, Kansas’ 
response and, accordingly, we express no opinion on it. 
 
This report is intended solely for the information and use of the Board of Commissioners, 
management, others within the entity and federal awarding agencies and pass-through entities and is 
not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties. 
 

Allen, Gibbs & Houlik, L.C. 
            CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

 
August 20, 2010 
Wichita, Kansas 
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INDEPENDENT AUDITORS’ REPORT ON 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION - 

SCHEDULE OF EXPENDITURES OF FEDERAL AWARDS 
 
 
Board of County Commissioners 
Johnson County, Kansas 
 
 
Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards 
 
We have audited the financial statements of the governmental activities, the business-type activities, 
the discretely presented component unit, each major fund, and the aggregate remaining fund 
information of Johnson County, Kansas as of and for the year ended December 31, 2009, and have 
issued our report thereon dated June 23, 2010.  Our audit was performed for the purpose of forming 
our opinions on the financial statements that collectively comprise Johnson County, Kansas’ basic 
financial statements.  The accompanying schedule of expenditures of federal awards is presented for 
purposes of additional analysis as required by OMB Circular A-133 and is not a required part of the 
basic financial statements.  Such information has been subjected to the auditing procedures applied in 
the audit of the basic financial statements and, in our opinion, is fairly stated, in all material respects, 
in relation to the basic financial statements taken as a whole. 
 
This report is intended solely for the information and use of the Board of Commissioners, 
management, others within the entity, and federal awarding agencies and pass-through entities, and 
is not intended to be and should not be used by anyone other than these specified parties. 
 
 

Allen, Gibbs & Houlik, L.C. 
                                                                     CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

 
June 23, 2010 
Wichita, Kansas  



JOHNSON COUNTY, KANSAS 
 

SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 
 

Year Ended December 31, 2009 

(Continued) 
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SECTION I – SUMMARY OF AUDITORS’ RESULTS 
 
 

FINANCIAL STATEMENTS 
 
Type of auditors’ report issued:   Unqualified  
     
Internal control over financial reporting:     
     
 Material weaknesses identified?  Yes X No 
     
 Significant deficiencies identified that are not  

  considered to be material weaknesses? 
 

X 
 
Yes 

 
 

 
none reported 

     
 Noncompliance material to financial statements noted?  Yes X No 
 
FEDERAL AWARDS 
 
Internal control over major programs:     
     
 Material weaknesses identified?  Yes X No 
     
 Significant deficiencies identified that are not  

  considered to be material weaknesses? 
 

X 
 
Yes 

 
 

 
none reported 

     
Type of auditors’ report issued on compliance for major 

programs:  
   

 
CFDA Number  NAME OF FEDERAL PROGRAM   

20.500 / 20.507  Federal Transit Cluster; ARRA  Qualified 
93.044 / 93.045 

/ 93.053 / 93.705 / 
93.707 

 Aging Cluster; Title III, Part B & C and Nutrition Services 
   Incentive Program; ARRA 

 

Unqualified 
14.871  Section 8 Housing Choice Vouchers  Unqualified 

 
66.458 

 (Clean Water State Revolving Fund – ARRA) Solids 
Processing 

 
Unqualified 

14.218 / 14.253   Community Development Block Grants -- ARRA  Qualified 
81.042  Weatherization Assistance for Low-Income Persons -- 

ARRA 
 

Unqualified 
20.106  Airport Improvement Programs -- ARRA  Unqualified 

 
Any audit findings disclosed that are required to be 

reported in accordance with section 510(a) of OMB 
Circular A-133? 

 
 

X 

 
 
Yes 

 
 
 

 
 
No 
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SECTION I – SUMMARY OF AUDITORS’ RESULTS 

 
Identification of major programs: 
 

CFDA NUMBER  NAME OF FEDERAL PROGRAM 
 20.500 / 20.507  Federal Transit Cluster; ARRA 

93.044 / 93.045 
/ 93.053 / 93.705 / 

93.707 

 Aging Cluster; Title III, Part B & C and Nutrition Services 
   Incentive Program; ARRA 

14.871  Section 8 Housing Choice Vouchers 
66.458  (Clean Water State Revolving Fund – ARRA) Solids Processing 

14.218 / 14.253   Community Development Block Grants -- ARRA 
81.042  Weatherization Assistance for Low-Income Persons -- ARRA 
20.106  Airport Improvement Programs -- ARRA 

 
Dollar threshold used to distinguish 

between type A and type B programs: 
  

$   864,745  
 

     
Auditee qualified as low-risk auditee?  Yes X No 
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SECTION II – FINANCIAL STATEMENT FINDINGS 
 

2009-A  Significant Deficiency 
 

Finding:    During the audit of the financial statements for the Johnson County Park and 
Recreation District, a component unit of Johnson County, it was noted that fixed asset items are 
not being moved out of construction-in-progress and added to the County’s asset tracking system 
in a timely manner.  Additionally, the items in the County’s asset tracking system are not being 
reconciled to the District’s records. 
 

Criteria:  A significant deficiency is a deficiency or a combination of deficiencies in internal control 
that is less severe than a material weakness, yet important enough to merit attention by those 
charged with governance. 
 

Condition:  Capital asset information is not sent to the County on a timely basis to facilitate 
proper updating of the District’s information.  In addition, information sent to the County is not 
reconciled to the District’s capital asset books and records. 
 

Cause:  Lack of coordinated efforts between County and District Personnel. 
 

Effect:  Capital asset information is incorrect and can lead to un-reconciled differences. 
 

Recommendation:  We recommend the District develop controls to ensure that capital asset 
information is sent to the County for updating more timely and that information is reconciled to the 
books and records of the District and differences are investigated and corrected. 
 

Management’s Response (unaudited):  This is a cooperative effort shared by both District and 
County staff members.  We fully recognize and understand our role in this process and we accept 
our responsibility for the timely submittal of this information to County staff.  As a result of our 
2009 Audit we recognize the need to be more actively involved with County staff in both the timely 
submittal and reconciliation of this information. 
 

Internal controls related to this finding have been reviewed and modified to ensure that District 
staff are able to meet the recommendation of our auditor, above.  In addition to modifying these 
internal controls we have reassigned staff resources to assist in all aspects of the capital asset 
reporting and reconciliation process on not less than a quarterly basis.  
 

2009-B  Significant Deficiency 
 

Finding:  During the audit of the financial statements for the Johnson County Park and Recreation 
District, a component unit of Johnson County, it was noted that any employee in the finance 
department has access to change the accounts payable vendor master file. 
 

Criteria:  A good internal control contemplates an adequate segregation of duties so that no one 
individual handles a transaction from its inception to its completion.  The control environment is 
established by management (tone at the top) and contemplates an adequate control structure 
which includes adequate segregation of duties.
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Condition:  Any employee in the finance department has access to change the accounts payable 
vendor master file. 
 
Cause:  Functional access in accounting software is not properly segregated.  
 
Effect:  Misappropriation of assets could occur and not be detected in a timely manner. 
 
Recommendation:  we recommend segregating the access to the vendor master file from access 
to check writing and approval process. 
 

Management’s Response (unaudited):  District Finance and ITS staff have recently met to 
review and discuss these practices and in-house processes. We would like to note that while the 
District’s Accounts Payable Coordinator has had access to enter vendor invoices into our 
payables module she has not done since the first quarter of 2010. 
 
We are in full agreement with our auditors on Finding 2009-B, above, and are currently in the 
process of initiating actions to fully segregate these duties within the Dynamics GP security 
module as noted in the Recommendation section, above. 
 

We anticipate that these changes will be implemented no later than August 15, 2010.  Once 
completed, access to our vendor master file will be fully restricted to our Accounts Payable 
Coordinator.  In addition, our Payroll & Accounts Payable Manager will serve as a backup to this 
process.  Both of these staff members will be fully restricted from processing/data entry of vendor 
payments which will be performed solely by our two Accounting Clerks. 
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SECTION III – FEDERAL AWARD FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 

 

Finding 2009-C  Significant Deficiency: 
 

CFDA #14.218/14.253:  Department of Housing and Urban Development. 
 

Criteria:  Per A-133 Compliance Supplement, “Special Tests and Provisions for Awards with ARRA 
Funding”, requires recipients to separately identify to each subrecipient, and document at the time of 
the sub-award and disbursement of funds, the Federal award number, CDFA number, and the amount 
of the ARRA funds. 
 

Condition:  During the audit of the Community Development Block Grants it was noted that there 
were four payments to two sub-recipients where the County did not identify the Federal award 
number, CFDA number, and the amount of ARRA funds at the time of disbursement.  
 

Questioned Costs:  None 
 

Context:  The County made one disbursement to the City of Merriam in the amount of $77,722 and 
three disbursements to the City of DeSoto in the amounts of $50,000, $20,511, and $19,489 for a total 
of $167,722.  All four disbursements excluded the required disclosures to subrecipients. 
 

Cause:  The County did not have controls in place to ensure the required disclosures to subrecipients 
was made at the time of disbarment of funds. 
 

Effect:  Possible decrease or loss of ARRA funding. 
 

Recommendation:  We recommend the County develop procedures and controls to ensure ARRA 
payments to subrecipients includes the required disclosures. 
 

Management’s Response (unaudited):  Upon notification of the finding, the Office of Financial 
Management worked with the Oracle Support Center to put in place system controls that print the 
Federal Award number, the CFDA number, and the amount of ARRA funds on the check stub or ACH 
remittance advice of each AARA distribution to a sub-recipient.  Procedures were written and 
distributed to the County’s grant managers and a training session was provided.  
 

Finding 2009-D Significant Deficiency:  
 

CFDA #20.500 / 20.507: U.S. Department of Transportation, Funding Passed Through Federal 
Transit Administration. 
 

Criteria:  Per CFR Part 225, “Support for salaries and wages” :  where employees are expected to 
work solely on a single Federal award or cost objective, charges for their salaries and wages will be 
supported by periodic certifications that the employees worked solely on that program for the period 
covered by the certification.  Where employees work on multiple activities or cost objectives, a 
distribution of their salaries or wages will be supported by personnel activity reports. 
 

Condition:  During the audit of the Federal Transit Cluster, it was noted that payroll expenditures 
were charged to the grant without proper support and documentation.  ARRA funding was not part of 
the payroll expenditures.
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Questioned Costs:  10 employees with total payroll expenditures of $364,884. 
 
Context:  Of the 10 employees whose payroll expenditures were charged to the grant, 7 employees 
worked on the grant 100% of their time and 3 employees worked on the grant part of their time. 
 
Cause:  Lack of controls exists due to Johnson County Transportation Department not being aware 
that payroll expenditures for staff performing eligible planning activities as defined by FTA Circular 
8100.1C could be charged to the grant. 
 
Effect:  Improper documentation of costs charged to the grant could result in a reduction or loss of 
funding. 
 
Recommendation:  We recommend the following: 
 

1. The County’s Transportation Department implements procedures to complete the required 
certifications for those employees who work solely on a Federal award. 

2. For those employees who work on multiple activities or cost objectives, the County implements 
procedures to complete personnel activity reports or equivalent time records reflecting actual 
time spent working on a federal award to coincide with each payroll. 

 
Management’s Response (unaudited):  Johnson County Transportation Department will continue to 
charge eligible salary expenditures for two positions to this grant.  These employees will have the 
necessary certifications completed to document their grant activities.  It should be noted that these 
payroll expenditures were eligible planning activities under the grant in 2009, however the finding was 
a result of lack of certifications that the employee worked solely on that program for the period 
covered by the certification and not completing personnel activity reports or equivalent time records 
reflecting actual time spent working on a federal award to coincide with each payroll. 
 
The Johnson County Transportation Department will add to their current grant management 
procedures language requiring certifications for those employees who work solely on Federal awards.  
For those employees who work on multiple activities or cost objectives, the Department will add 
language to their procedures to complete personnel activity reports or equivalent time records 
reflecting actual time spent working on a federal award to coincide with each payroll.  The Office of 
Financial Management will review the amended procedures for completeness.  The Director of the 
Transportation Department will ensure these procedures are implemented and reviewed by 
September 30, 2010. 
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Note 1.  Organization 
 
Johnson County, Kansas (the County) is the recipient of several federal grants.  Various County 
departments administer these grant programs.  Grants are accounted for in the General Fund, Special 
Revenue Funds, and Enterprise Funds of the County department benefiting from the grant. 
 
 
Note 2.  Basis of Presentation 
 
The accompanying Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards includes the federal grant activity of 
the County and is presented on the modified accrual basis of accounting.  The information presented 
in this schedule is in accordance with the requirements of OMB Circular A-133, Audits of States, Local 
Governments, and Non-Profit Organizations.  Therefore, some amounts presented in this schedule 
may differ from amounts presented in, or used in the preparation of, the basic financial statements. 
 
 
Note 3.  Local Government Contributions 
 
Local cost sharing, as defined by the OMB Circular A-102, Attachment F, is required by certain federal 
grants.  The amount of cost sharing varies with each program.  Only the federal share of expenditures 
is presented in the Schedule of Expenditures of Federal Awards. 
 
 
Note 4.  Weatherization Assistance  
 
Weatherization Assistance for Low Income Persons passed through the Kansas Department of 
Commerce and Housing is shown in the following schedules, prepared on the cash basis, at 
December 31, 2009: 
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Note 4.  Weatherization Assistance (Continued) 
 

Department of Energy (DOE) 2008 
 

 Actual  
Fiscal Year   

2008 

Actual 
Fiscal Year 

2009 

  
 

Total 

 
 

Budget 

Favorable/ 
(Unfavorable)

Variance
Revenue:      

Grant $       130,625 $         42,999 $     173,624 $    175,300 $            1,676
 
Expenditures: 

Administration $         16,541 $           (203)  $       16,338 $      18,648 $             2,310
Materials          35,068 4,657  39,725  40,918     1,193 
Program Support 43,395 8,540 51,935 51,103           (832) 
Labor          38,475 7,524 45,999 43,783 (2,216) 
Liability Insurance 1,909 0 1,909 2,409 500
Training 1,807            592 2,399 1,849            (550) 
Health and Safety 1,728 13,592 15,320 14,590          (730) 
Audit 0 0  0 2,000            2,000

Total Expenditures $       138,923 $         34,702 $     173,625 $    175,300 $             1,675    
 
 

Department of Energy (DOE) 2009 
 

 Actual 
Fiscal Year 

2009 

 
 

Budget 
Revenue:    
     Grant $       226,789  $      244,082
  
Expenditures:  
     Administration $         32,493  $        30,887
     Materials 68,981  52,545
     Program Support 24,404  39,501
     Labor 74,946  83,872
     Liability Insurance 1,041  1,755
     Training 0  6,944
     Health and Safety 34,191  26,578
     Audit 0  2,000
Total Expenditures $       236,056  $      244,082
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Note 4.  Weatherization Assistance (Continued) 

 
Low Income Eligible Assistance Program (LIEAP) 2008 

 
 Actual  

Fiscal Year   
2008 

Actual 
Fiscal Year 

2009 

  
 

Total 

 
 

Budget 

 Favorable/ 
(Unfavorable) 

Variance 
Revenue:        
    Grant $       80,154 $       51,313 $   131,467 $  135,429 $           3,962  
 
Expenditures: 

  

     Administration $         5,156 $          (575) $       4,581 $      8,454 $               3,873  
     Materials          37,322 (2,664) 34,658 53,094 18,436
     Program Support        15,889 19,588 35,477 26,412 (9,065)  
     Labor 34,656 7,386 42,042 53,094 11,052  
     Liability Insurance 1,541 0  1,541 1,200  (341)  
     Training 0 0 0 0 0  
     Health and Safety 2,605 10,563 13,168 19,678 6,510  
     Audit 0 0 0 0 0  
Total expenditures $       97,169 $       34,298 $   131,467 $  161,932  $           30,465  
 

 
Low Income Eligible Assistance Program (LIEAP) 2009 

 
 Actual 

Fiscal Year  
2009 

 
 

Budget 
Revenue:   
     Grant $      156,927 $   161,313
 
Expenditures: 
     Administration $          7,845 $       8,066
     Materials 49,505 47,000
     Program Support 22,723 30,707
     Labor 55,224 55,955
     Liability Insurance 745 745
     Training 0 0
     Health and Safety 22,293 18,840
     Audit 0 0
Total expenditures $      158,335 $   161,313
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Note 4.  Weatherization Assistance (Continued) 
 

 
 

ARRA 2009 
 
 

 Actual 
Fiscal Year  

2008 

 
 

Budget 
Revenue:   
     Grant $      155,091 $ 1,937,850

Expenditures: 
     Administration $          6,776 $      94,950
     Materials 79,582 723,555
     Program Support 109,239 255,440
     Labor 76,282 693,555
     Liability Insurance 2,000 7,000
     Training 375 38,850
     Health and Safety 13,693 124,500
     Audit 0 0
Total expenditures $      287,947 $ 1,937,850

 
 

Note 5.  Additional Audits 
 

Grantor agencies reserve the right to conduct additional audits of the County’s grant programs for 
economy, efficiency and program results, which may result in disallowed costs to the County.  
However, management does not believe such audits would result in any disallowed costs that would 
be material to the County’s financial position at December 31, 2009. 
 


