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Highlights of Discussion Items


In Attendance:
(See full list of invited members at http://www.apa.virginia.gov/APA_Reports/Members.xlsx )
Gail Hassmer, City of Charlottesville
David Hughes, Robinson, Farmer, Cox Associates
Aaron McCoy, City of Virginia Beach
Charles Ramsey, Henrico County
Terrilyn Pete
John Garka, Division of Legislative Services
Neal Menkes
John Knapp, Weldon Cooper Center
Ed Lanza, Commission on Local Government
Martha Mavredes, Auditor of Public Accounts
Staci Henshaw, Auditor of Public Accounts
Kim Via, Auditor of Public Accounts


1. Discussed highlights from last meeting.  

2. Discussed possible changes to the transmittal forms as introduced at the last meeting.
· Preparers shared their method for preparing Form 100, particularly the expenditures by department and object class.  This form is the most complex to prepare.  
· Users indicated they primarily use the operating expenditures by department, not by object class.
· There is minimal use for debt service, but there is still a need for the break down to the categories of education, streets, and other general government.
· Suggestion made to report the debt service with the operating expenditures on Form 100.
· The group agreed there is really no need to report the beginning and ending fund balances for capital projects and debt service.
· The users did not utilize the outstanding debt balances.  If needed they are available in the CAFRS. 
· The reconciliation between the Comparative Report transmittal data and the Department of Education’s annual school report does not provide reportable data in the Comparative Report.  It had a purpose in the past but is not currently used or provides any known benefit.
 
3. There was some discussion on the allocation of fringes and internal service activities.  The local govt representatives indicate they generally already allocate to cost centers.   So the elimination of object class detail should not alter the reporting of this allocation in the transmittal forms.

4. One local preparer has many component units and finds it difficult to capture and include all the debt service. 

5. Preparers discussed their individual methods for preparing the forms.  Most use some system/ spreadsheet assistance to capture the amounts from their general ledger.  Some work through all the revenue items and ensure that balances before working on the expenditures.  There seems to be no specific best method to recommend for all preparers.  

6. The group agreed to the following changes to the transmittal data:  

	Form #
	Form Title
	Proposed Change 
	Justification

	100
	Functional Expenditures and Sources of Revenue
	Eliminate Object Class Detail
	Minimal benefit for significant preparation effort.  Majority of analysis at functional element level

	300
	General Government Capital Projects
	Eliminate beginning and ending fund balances
	No known benefit; also available in the CAFR

	400
	Debt Service for General Government
	Eliminate beginning and ending fund balances
	No known benefit; also available in the CAFR

	500
	Summary of Outstanding Debt
	Eliminate Entire Form
	Available in local government annual financial reports

	600
	Enterprise Activity Provider Form
	Eliminate Cash Flow from Capital and Related Financing Activities Section
	Minimal benefit to users

	ASR Recon
	Reconciliation of Education’s Annual School Report to Comparative Report Transmittals
	Eliminate Entire Form
	Not a component of the Comparative Report 




7. The APA will provide the following 
· Individual transmittal joint activity forms on the APA website to help the preparers in locating their applicable forms
· Post the local government’s CAFRs on the APA’s website.  
· Increased availability for the underlying transmittal detail.

8. The APA will determine whether the changes to the Comparative Report and transmittal data will need to go through the administrative process act. 

