
From: Kearns Lowman
To: PR_expdraft
Subject: May 23, 2016 Peer Review Exposure Draft
Date: Tuesday, May 31, 2016 5:30:33 PM

Dear Ms. Joseph
 
I do not agree with the proposed changes in this exposure draft and feel that it should not be
approved by the board. I do not feel that non-AICPA members should receive services from AICPA
such as administration of their peer review program. If the various state administering entities wish
to do this and it meets the requirements of the relevant state boards of accountancy, then that
should be good enough for them. In addition, the exposure draft would require that peer review
committee members, RAB members, national RAB consultants, and technical reviewers must be
AICPA members in good standing. Since this is a “Peer” review program and since peer reviewers are
required to be AICPA members in good standing, the proposal should specify that peer review
committee members, RAB members, national RAB consultants, and technical reviewers should be
Peer Reviewers.
 
Sincerely
 
Kearns Lowman, CPA, CGMA
Director
Burgess, Lowman & Lay, PA
4709 N Croatan Highway
PO Box 990
Kitty Hawk, NC 27949
Telephone 252-255-1040
Fax 252-255-1000
 
To subscribe to our newsletter please email your request to info@bllcpas.com or visit our website at
www.bllcpas.com
 
 
Unless the above message (“this message”) expressly provides that the statements contained therein (“the statements”) are intended to
constitute written tax advice within the meaning of IRS Circular 230 Section 10.37, the sender intends by this message to communicate general
information for discussion purposes only, and you should not, therefore, interpret the statements to be written tax advice or rely on the
statements for any purpose. The sender will conclude that you have understood and acknowledged this important cautionary notice unless
you communicate to the sender any questions you may have in a direct electronic reply to this message.

 
This email may include information that is confidential and/or subject to the accountant/client privilege.  If the reader of this message is not
the intended recipient, please notify us by reply email and then delete this message and destroy any copies.  This transmission is not intended
to and does not waive any privileges.

 

mailto:kearns@bllcpas.com
mailto:PR_expdraft@aicpa.org
mailto:info@bllcpas.com
http://www.bllcpas.com/


From: Rose Lay
To: PR_expdraft
Subject: May 23, 2016 Peer Review Exposure Draft
Date: Wednesday, June 08, 2016 9:13:27 AM

Dear Ms. Joseph
 
I do not agree with the proposed changes in this exposure draft and feel that it should not be
approved by the board. I do not feel that non-AICPA members should receive services from AICPA
such as administration of their peer review program. If the various state administering entities wish
to do this and it meets the requirements of the relevant state boards of accountancy, then that
should be good enough for them. In addition, the exposure draft should require that peer review
committee members, RAB members, national RAB consultants, and technical reviewers must be
AICPA members in good standing. Since this is a “Peer” review program and since peer reviewers are
required to be AICPA members in good standing, the proposal should specify that peer review
committee members, RAB members, national RAB consultants, and technical reviewers should be
Active Peer Reviewers.
 
Sincerely,
 
Rose E Lay, CPA, CGMA
Director
Burgess, Lowman & Lay PA
PO Box 990
4709 N Croatan Hwy
Kitty Hawk NC 27949
Telephone 252-255-1040
Fax 252-255-1000
Website www.bllcpas.com
 
To subscribe to our newsletter please email your request to info@bllcpas.com
 
Unless the above message ("this message") expressly provides that the statements contained therein ("the statements") are
intended to constitute written tax advice within the meaning of IRS Circular 230 §10.37, the sender intends by this message
to communicate general information for discussion purposes only, and you should not, therefore, interpret the statements to
be written tax advice or rely on the statements for any purpose. The sender will conclude that you have understood and
acknowledged this important cautionary notice unless you communicate to the sender any questions you may have in a
direct electronic reply to this message.
 
This email may include information that is confidential and/or subject to the accountant/client privilege.  If the reader of this
message is not the intended recipient, please notify us by reply email and then delete this message and destroy any copies. 
This transmission is not intended to and does not waive any privileges.
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From: James Richardson
To: PR_expdraft
Subject: Peer Review for Non-Members
Date: Saturday, June 25, 2016 6:00:29 PM

Membership should be a requirement to participate in the AICPA’s peer review program which is
administered by state societies.  A non-membership requirement would dilute the quality and
integrity of the program.
 

James P. Richardson, CPA, Inc. 
325 Eleventh Street

Richmond, California 94801
T: 510-234-8983
F: 510-234-9005
www.jprcpa.net

This communication, together with any attachments hereto or links contained herein, is for the sole use of the
intended recipient(s) and may contain information that is confidential or legally protected. If you are not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, disclosure, copying, dissemination, distribution or use of
this communication is STRICTLY PROHIBITED.
 

mailto:james@jprcpa.net
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August 18, 2016 
 
 
 
AICPA Peer Review Program 
American Institute of CPAs  
220 Leigh Farm Road 
Durham, NC 27707-8110 

Attn: Lisa Joseph, Technical Manager – Peer Review 

Re: Exposure Draft 
 
We are pleased to respond to the request for comments from the American Institute of CPAs (the 
“AICPA” or the “Institute”) on its Exposure Draft – Proposed Changes to the AICPA Standards 
for Performing and Reporting on Peer Reviews (Allows Firms with No AICPA members to 
Enroll in the AICPA Peer Review Program, Expands the Availability of Administration by the 
National Peer Review Committee, and Incudes Other Minor Changes). The National Association 
of State Boards of Accountancy’s (NASBA) mission is to enhance the effectiveness of the 
licensing authorities for public accounting firms and certified public accountants in the United 
States and its territories. Our comments on the Proposed Changes are made in consideration of 
our charge as state regulators to promote the public interest.  
 

 OVERALL COMMENTS 
 
We appreciate the AICPA’s efforts for continual improvement to the peer review process and 
their commitment to enhancing audit quality.  We believe the language added to the proposed 
standards and interpretations regarding expanding the Peer Review Program’s (the Program) 
enrollment eligibility to firms with no AICPA members and the administration of the Program by 
the National Peer Review Committee in this exposure draft will increase consistency, efficiency 
and effectiveness in the performance and administration of peer reviews. Including all reviews 
under the Program which includes AICPA oversight and fair procedures processes is consistent 
with the charge of the Boards of Accountancy to protect the public interest. Therefore, we 
support the proposed changes in the Exposure Draft – Proposed Changes to the AICPA Standards for 
Performing and Reporting on Peer Reviews (Allows Firms with No AICPA members to Enroll in the 
AICPA Peer Review Program, Expands the Availability of Administration by the National Peer Review 
Committee, and Incudes Other Minor Changes).  
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  *** 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide our perspectives on these important topics. Our 
comments are intended to assist the AICPA in analyzing the relevant issues and potential 
impacts.  We encourage the AICPA to engage in active and transparent dialogue with 
commenters as proposed changes are considered.   
 
 

Very truly yours, 

    
Donald H. Burkett, CPA   Ken L. Bishop 
NASBA Chair   NASBA President and CEO 



 

 

 

THE STATE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT / THE UNIVERSITY OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK / ALBANY, NY 12234 

 
State Board For Public Accountancy 

89 Washington Avenue 

2nd Floor, East Wing 

Tel. (518) 474-3817 x160 

Fax (518) 474-6375 

E-mail: cpabd@nysed.gov 

 

 

August 8, 2016 
 
 
 
AICPA Peer Review Board 
American Institute of 
     Certified Public Accountants 
220 Leigh Farm Road 
Durham, NC 27707-8110 
 
Attn:  Ms. Lisa Joseph 
          Technical Manager – Peer Review 
 
Via e-mail to:  PR_expdraft@aicpa.org 
 
Re:  Exposure Draft on “Proposed Changes to the AICPA Standards for Performing and Reporting 
on Peer Reviews” 
 
Ladies and Gentlemen: 
 
 
The New York State Board for Public Accountancy (Board) and the Quality Review Oversight Committee 
(QROC) appreciates the opportunity to offer comment to the Peer Review Program of the American Institute 
of Certified Public Accountants on the Exposure Draft on “Proposed Changes to the AICPA Standards for 
Performing and Reporting on Peer Reviews – Allows Firms with No AICPA Members to Enroll in the AICPA 
Peer Review Program; Expands the Availability of Administration by the National Peer Review Committee; 
Includes Other Minor Changes”. The Board advises the New York State Board of Regents on regulatory, 
licensing and disciplinary matters related to the practice of the profession of public accountancy in New York 
State. QROC oversees the mandatory quality review program for New York State public accounting firms. 
 
The Board and QROC have had the opportunity to review the Exposure Draft and accordingly support the 
proposed changes to allow non-members of the AICPA (or State Society) into the AICPA Peer Review 
Program. Overall, the proposed changes will provide consistency for those public accounting firms that 
previously had their peer review administered in a parallel program at the state level. 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on the “Proposed Changes to the AICPA Standards for 
Performing and Reporting on Peer Reviews” Exposure Draft.  We hope these comments will assist the 
AICPA Peer Review Board in its deliberations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 

 
Jennifer B. Winters, CPA 
Executive Secretary 
 
cc New York State Board for Public Accountancy members 
 New York State Quality Review Oversight Committee members 



 

 

 
 
August 19, 2016 
 
 
AICPA Peer Review Board 
American Institute of CPAs 
220 Leigh Farm Road 
Durham, NC 27707-8110 
 
submitted via email: PR_expdraft@aicpa.org 
 
Dear Peer Review Board members: 
 
The NCACPA Peer Review Committee has received AICPA’s Exposure Draft dated May 23, 2016 which 
(1) allows firms with no AICPA members to enroll in the AICPA Peer Review Program, (2) expands the 
availability of administration by the National Peer Review Committee, and (3) includes other minor 
changes.  We appreciate this opportunity to respond, and after review, the Committee found no items 
requiring specific comment. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Henry L. White, CPA 
Chair 
NCACPA Peer Review Committee 
 
cc: NCACPA Board of Directors  
     NCACPA Peer Review Committee 







From: Lisa Joseph
To: Tracy Peterson
Subject: FW: AICPA PR ED - Non AICPA Firms
Date: Monday, June 06, 2016 1:56:23 PM
Attachments: image002.png

image003.png
image004.png
image005.png
image006.png

Here’s a comment
 
From: Heather Trower [mailto:htrower@picpa.org] 
Sent: Thursday, May 26, 2016 9:09 AM
To: Lisa Joseph
Subject: AICPA PR ED - Non AICPA Firms
 
HI Lisa
 
Allison Henry had one question about the exposure draft and are not sure it is worth submitting a formal
response to the letter.
 

1.      Should the board resolutions for cooperation refer to the individuals enrolled in the program in
addition to firms enrolled in the program?  If you look at paragraph .05(h) and interpretation 5h-1,
they both refer to firms (and individuals) enrolled in the program...etc.  There are several other
locations as well that refer to CPA firms (and individuals).  But the resolutions only reference “a
firm enrolled”.  Is “individual” to be just inferred?  We understand as to why individuals is
referenced and why they have been allowed to enroll individually (if their firm structure does not
allow them to enroll as a firm – not owned by a majority of CPAs).
 

If you feel as though we should submit the response/question formally please let me know.
 
Thanks
Heather

 
 

Heather I. Trower | Technical Manager, CPA
Pennsylvania Institute of CPAs | Ten Penn Center | 1801 Market Street, Suite 2400 | Philadelphia, PA 19103
Main (215) 496-9272 | Direct (267) 675-6253 | www.picpa.org
 

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
The opinions expressed herein are my own, and do not reflect those of the Pennsylvania Institute of Certified Public
Accountants, or the Institute/Foundation's officers, members or employees.
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August 12, 2016 
 
 
Lisa Joseph 
Technical Manager-Peer Review  
AICPA Peer Review Program 
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants 
220 Leigh Farm Road 
Durham, NC 27707-8110 
 
RE: Comment to Exposure Draft: 

Proposed Changes to the AICPA Standards for Performing and Reporting on Peer 
Reviews, Allowing Non-AICPA Members to Enroll in the AICPA Peer Review Program, 
Expands the Availability of Administration by the National Peer Review Committee and 
Improving Transparency and Includes Other Minor Changes  

 
 
Dear Ms. Joseph: 
 
One of the expressed goals of the Texas Society of Certified Public Accountants (TSCPA) is to 
speak on behalf of its members when such action is in the best interest of its members and 
serves the cause of Certified Public Accountants in Texas, as well as the public interest.  The 
TSCPA has established a Peer Review Committee (PRC) to represent those interests on peer 
review matters.  The views expressed herein are written on behalf of the PRC, which has been 
authorized by the TSCPA Board of Directors to submit comments on matters of interest to the 
committee membership.  The views expressed in this letter have not been approved by the 
TSCPA Board of Directors or Executive Board and, therefore, should not be construed as 
representing the views or policy of the TSCPA. 
 
We do not see a need to establish a process whereby non-AICPA member firms would be 
encouraged to enroll in the AICPA Peer Review Program since they are not members of the 
AICPA.  Currently, non-AICPA member firms performing reviewable engagements as referred to 
in the AICPA Standards for Performing and Reporting on Peer Reviews are already enrolled in 
a state Society Peer Review Program that duplicates the AICPA program in almost every 
respect.  Non-AICPA member firms have had the opportunity to become AICPA members since 
the establishment of the program.  We believe a majority of non-AICPA member firms would 
prefer to remain in their state Society’s peer review program as an option.  We recommend 
AICPA resources not be expended in developing a separate process to administer peer reviews 
for non-AICPA member firms.    
 
We appreciate the opportunity to provide input into the standards setting process. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Jeff Graham, CPA 
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