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We believe that our audit provides a reasonable basis for our opinion on compliance for each
major federal program. However, our audit does not provide a legal determination of the
Village’s compliance.
Opinion on Each Major Federal Program
In our opinion, the Village of Oak Park, Illinois complied, in all material respects, with the types
of compliance requirements referred to above that could have a direct and material effect on each
of its major federal programs for the year ended December 31, 2013.
Other Matters
The results of our auditing procedures disclosed instances of noncompliance, which are required
to be reported in accordance with OMB Circular A-133 and which are described in the
accompanying schedule of findings and questioned costs as items 2013-001 through 2012-001.
Our opinion on each major federal program is not modified with respect to these matters.
The Village’s response to the noncompliance findings identified in our audit is described in the
accompanying schedule of findings and questioned costs. The Village’s response was not
subjected to the auditing procedures applied in the audit of compliance and, accordingly, we
express no opinion on the response.
Report on Internal Control Over Compliance
Management of the Village is responsible for establishing and maintaining effective internal
control over compliance with the types of compliance requirements referred to above. In
planning and performing our audit of compliance, we considered the Village’s internal control
over compliance with the types of requirements that could have a direct and material effect on
each major federal program to determine the auditing procedures that are appropriate in the
circumstances for the purpose of expressing an opinion on compliance for each major federal
program and to test and report on internal control over compliance in accordance with OMB
Circular A-133, 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 the
Village’s internal control over compliance.
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.
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VILLAGE OF OAK PARK, ILLINOIS
SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS
For the Year Ended December 31, 2013

Section I - Summary of Auditor’s Results
Financial Statements
Type of auditor’s report issued:

Unmodified

Internal control over financial reporting:
Material weakness(es) identified?
Significant deficiency(ies) identified not
considered to be material weaknesses?
Noncompliance material to financial statements noted?

yes

X

no

yes

X

none reported

yes

X

no

yes

X

no

yes

X

no

Federal Awards
Internal Control over major programs:
Material weakness(es) identified?
Significant deficiency(ies) identified not considered
to be material weaknesses?
Type of auditor’s report issued on compliance for
Major programs:
Any audit findings disclosed that are required to be
reported in accordance with Circular A-133,
Section .510(a)?

Unmodified

X

yes

no

Identification of major programs:
CFDA Number(s)
14.218
14.704

Name of Federal Program or Cluster
Community Development Block Grant
Sustainable Communities Challenge Grant

Dollar threshold used to distinguish between
Type A and Type B programs:

$300,000

Auditee qualified as low-risk auditee?

yes
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X

no

VILLAGE OF OAK PARK, ILLINOIS
SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS (Continued)
For the Year Ended December 31, 2013

Section II - Financial Statement Findings
None
Section III - Federal Award Findings and Questioned Costs
2013-001: Community Development Block Grants/Entitlement Grants (CDBG) – CFDA
# 14.218
Criteria: As noted on FSRS.gov: “Prime Grant Recipients awarded a new Federal
grant greater than or equal to $25,000 as of October 1, 2010 are subject to Federal
Funding Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) subaward reporting
requirements as outlined in the Office of Management and Budget’s guidance issued
August 27, 2010. The prime awardee is required to file an FFATA subaward report by
the end of the month following the month in which the prime recipient awards any
subgrant greater than or equal to $25,000.”
Condition: The Village did not file the required subaward reports required under the
FFATA for the subawards it made which were greater than or equal to $25,000.
Questioned Costs: There are no questioned costs related to this finding.
Context: This finding relates to seven CDBG subgrants awarded by the Village for
Program Year 2013. The total of those awards was $468,142.
Cause: The Village did not properly identify the requirement to file FFATA subgrant
reports.
Effect: The Village did not file the subgrant information required under the FFATA.
Recommendation: We recommend that the Village designate an individual in the
CDBG Department to be in charge of ensuring that all FFATA subaward reporting is
done on a timely basis.
Corrective Action Plan: The Village has designated the CDBG Grants Supervisor as
the person in charge of FFATA subaward reporting. This procedure became effective
in April 2014.
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VILLAGE OF OAK PARK, ILLINOIS
SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS (Continued)
For the Year Ended December 31, 2013

Section IV - Prior Year Audit Findings
2012-001 Prior Period Adjustments
Condition: In 2012, it was necessary to record prior period adjustments to correct
prior year net position/fund balances in several funds in accordance with generally
accepted accounting principles.
Criteria: Auditing standards (SAS 112) effective for fiscal periods ended
December 31, 2006 and thereafter require that material prior period adjustments that
are reported in the financial statements be considered as a material weakness.
Cause: The Village’s internal control procedures were not sufficient to allow the
Finance Department to record these adjustments in the correct period.
Effect: We proposed adjustments, agreed to by the Village, to adjust beginning fund
balance/net assets.
Recommendation: We recommend the Village ensure all transactions are recorded in
the proper period.
Corrective Action Plan
With the hiring of the new Deputy CFO, staff was able to thoroughly review the
Village’s general ledger. During this review, it was determined that certain
adjustments were necessary. Review procedures have been implemented to help
minimize the need for restatements going forward, other than items required by the
implementation of new GASB statements.
Status - Comment is not applicable as of December 31, 2013.
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