Peer Review
Program

January 14, 2019

Jeannine Birmingham, CPA, CGMA, President & CEO
Derrel Curry, CPA, Peer Review Committee Chair
Alabama Society of CPAs
1041 Longfield Court
Montgomery, AL 36117
Dear Ms. Birmingham and Mr. Curry:
On January 10, 2019, the AICPA Peer Review Board Oversight Task Force accepted the
report and letter of procedures and observations on the most recent oversight visit for the
Alabama Society of CPAs, the administering entity for the AICPA Peer Review Program,
and the administering entity’s response thereto. A copy of this acknowledgement, the two
oversight visit documents, and your response have now been posted to the AICPA Peer
Review Program website.
The next administering entity oversight visit will be in 2020.
The AICPA Peer Review Board appreciates your cooperation and efforts in making the
peer review program a success.
Sincerely,

Brian Bluhm
Brian Bluhm, CPA
Chair – Oversight Task Force
AICPA Peer Review Board

cc:

Chuck Jordan, CPA, CPA on Staff
Alabama Society of CPAs
Laurel Gron, CPA, Senior Manager – Peer Review
AICPA Peer Review Program

220 Leigh Farm Road, Durham, NC, 27707-8110
T: +1.919.402.4502 F: +1.919.419.4713
aicpaglobal.com | cimaglobal.com | aicpa.org | cgma.org

Website Information
I met with the website manager to review the administering entity's procedures to determine if the
information disseminated regarding the AICPA Peer Review Program by the administering entity
on their website is accurate and timely.
After the AICPA staff’s review of the website material, I noted that the administering entity
maintains current information as it relates to the peer review program. In addition, the
administering entity has an individual who is responsible for maintaining the website and monitors
the website on a weekly basis to ensure peer review information is accurate and timely.
I did note a couple of minor issues which were immediately corrected.
Working Paper Retention
According to discussions with the Peer Review Coordinator, I found compliance with the working
paper retention policies for completed reviews.
Technical Review Procedures
I met with the technical reviewers to discuss procedures. They perform all technical reviews and
are experienced reviewers.
I reviewed the reports, letters of response, if applicable, and the working papers for several
reviews. I believe that all review issues were addressed properly by the technical reviewers before
reviews were presented to the committee. This helped the acceptance process to be effective
and efficient.
Review Presentation
Reviews are brought to the committee without open technical issues. Accordingly, it was not
necessary for the committee to spend a great deal of time reviewing specific technical issues.
Committee Procedures
I met with the committee chair and discussed their procedures for disseminating the comments
resulting from RAB observation reports to the appropriate individuals.
On August 16, 2018, I attended the on-site peer review committee meeting, as well as the
administering entity's executive committee meeting. I observed the committee's acceptance
process and offered my comments at the close of discussions.
The on-site committee functioned as the report acceptance body (RAB), and the meeting was
very orderly. It was apparent that the committee members had reviewed the reports and working
papers prior to the meeting and had a good understanding of the program to reach an appropriate
decision for each review.

