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S ch o o lD ivisio n s

1 .0 M A IN P O IN TS

Th is ch apter repo rts th e results o fth e an n ual audits o fth e 28 sch o o l divisio n s fo r th e
yearen ded August31,2013.

Th e 2012-13 fin an cial statem en ts o feach o fth ese sch o o l divisio n s w ere reliable an d
each co m plied w ith auth o rities go vern in g its activities related to fin an cial repo rtin g,
safeguardin g public reso urces,reven ue raisin g,spen din g,bo rro w in g,an d in vestin g.

Also , each sch o o l divisio n h ad effective rules an d pro cedures to safeguard public
reso urces except fo r th e m atters related to seven sch o o l divisio n s. Th ese sch o o l
divisio n s n eed to bettersegregate in co m patible duties,fo llo w existin g po licies (such as
th o se fo r m ak in g purch ases), establish adequate in fo rm atio n tech n o lo gy (IT) security
po licies, h ave appro ved an d tested IT disaster reco very plan s, an d evaluate
m an agem en t’s perfo rm an ce.

In 2012-13,several sch o o l divisio n s im pro ved th eirin tern al co n tro ls fro m th e prio ryear.
Th ey fo llo w ed th eir po licies o r im plem en ted better o n es,appro ved an d tested th eir IT
disasterreco very plan s,an d betterm o n ito red th eircapital assets.

2 .0 IN TR O D U C TIO N

The Education Act, 1995 an d regulatio n s set o ut th e ro les an d respo n sibilities o fth e
M in istry o fE ducatio n (M in istry)an d o fsch o o l divisio n s.

Th e M in istry is respo n sible fo r all m atters related to early learn in g, elem en tary, an d
seco n dary educatio n .Itis expected to pro vide leadersh ip an d co o rdin atio n in all areas.
Ito versees sch o o l divisio n s.

B o ards o feducatio n (sch o o l bo ards), in cludin g th e co n seil sco laire (Fren ch lan guage
sch o o ls), go vern sch o o l divisio n s.1 M em bers o fsch o o l bo ards are elected. S ch o o l
bo ards adm in ister an d m an age sch o o ls w h eth er th ey are public, separate, o r Fren ch
lan guagesch o o ls.

AtAugust31,2013,th ere w ere 28 sch o o l divisio n s in S ask atch ew an (see E xhibit5.1).
O ver168,000 studen ts atten d m o re th an 600 S ask atch ew an sch o o ls each day.

AtAugust31,2013,th e sch o o l divisio n s h eld n etfin an cial assets o f$282 m illio n (2012 -
$265 m illio n )an d n o n -fin an cial assets o f$1.6 billio n 2 (2012 - $1.5 billio n ).Fo r 2012-13,
th e sch o o l divisio n s h ad reven ue to tallin g $2.1 billio n (2011-12 - $2.0 billio n )in cludin g
$1.3 billio n (2011-12 - $1.3 billio n )fro m th e M in istry an d expen ses to tallin g $1.9 billio n
(2011-12 -$1.9 billio n ).

1 The Education Act, 1995 defin es sch o o l divisio n s as public an d separatesch o o l bo ards o n ly.
2 Th e m ajo rity o fth ebalan ce o fn o n -fin an cial assets co n sists o fcapital assets.
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3 .0 A U D IT C O N C LUSIO N S A N D S C O P E

O urO ffice w o rk ed w ith appo in ted audito rs (see E xhibit5.1)to carry o utth e audits o fth e
sch o o l divisio n s.W e fo llo w ed th e fram ew o rk in th e Report of the Task Force on Roles,
Responsibilities and Duties of Auditors.3

In o uro pin io n ,fo rthe yearen dedAugust31,2013:

E ach sch o o ldivisio n co m plied w ith the fo llo w in g auth o rities go vern in g its
activities related to fin an cialrepo rtin g,safeguardin g public reso urces,reven ue
raisin g,spen din g,bo rro w in g,an din vestin g:

The Education Act, 1995
The Education Regulations, 1986
The Financial Administration Act, 1993 (S ectio n 38)
The Pension Benefits Act, 1992 (S ectio n 44)
The Pension Benefits Regulations, 1993 (S ectio n 38)
Pension Benefit Standards Regulations, 1985 (Can ada)[S ectio n s 9(1),11(1)]

The fin an cialstatem en ts o feach sch o o ldivisio n are reliable

E ach sch o o ldivisio n had effective rules an d pro cedures to safeguard public
reso urces except fo r the m atters related to the fo llo w in g sch o o ldivisio n s:
C hin o o k ,Ho rizo n ,Ile-a-la C ro sse,L ivin g S k y,N o rth E ast,N o rthern L ights,an d
Prin ce Albert

W e used th e co n tro l fram ew o rk develo ped by th e Can adian In stitute o fC h artered
Acco un tan ts (CICA) to m ak e o ur judgm en ts abo ut th e effectiven ess o feach sch o o l
divisio n ’s co n tro ls.Th e CICA defin es co n tro l as co m prisin g elem en ts o fan o rgan izatio n
th at,tak en to geth er,suppo rtpeo ple in th e ach ievem en to fan o rgan izatio n ’s o bjectives.

W e exam in ed th e effectiven ess o feach sch o o l divisio n ’s co n tro ls used to adm in isterits
reven ues,expen ses,assets,an d liabilities.Also ,w e exam in ed th e effectiven ess o fth e
co n tro ls used to k eep reliablefin an cial reco rds an d preparereliablefin an cial statem en ts.

4 .0 K EYFIN D IN GS A N D R EC O M M EN D A TIO N S

In th is sectio n , w e o utlin e k ey o bservatio n s fro m o ur assessm en ts an d th e resultin g
reco m m en datio n s.

4.1 S egregatio n o fDuties an d Co m p lian ce w ith Po licies
N eeded

Th ree sch o o l divisio n s n eed to better segregate in co m patible duties am o n g th eir
em plo yees to safeguard public reso urces fro m m isuse an d m ak e sure staffco m ply w ith
establish ed po licies. Tw o sch o o l divisio n s im pro ved th eir po licies an d/o r co m plian ce
w ith th em .

3S ee o urw ebsiteatw w w .audito r.sk .ca.
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Certain fun ctio n s an d duties are n o t co m patible in th at ifth e sam e in dividual h an dles
th ese fun ctio n s o r duties, th e risk o ffraud o r erro r in creases. G o o d in tern al co n tro ls
separate th e fo llo w in g fun ctio n s: th e custo dy o fo r access to assets (e.g., cash ), th e
in itiatio n o f tran sactio n s (e.g., decisio n to buy), th e appro val o f tran sactio n s (e.g.,
appro val to buy),an d th e respo n sibility fo r reco rdin g an d repo rtin g tran sactio n s (e.g.,
reco rdin g am o un ts in th e acco un tin g reco rds).Agen cies use po licies an d pro cedures to
segregate th esefun ctio n s an d duties am o n g em plo yees.W h en em plo yees do n o tfo llo w
establish ed po licies an d pro cedures, th e risk o fm isappro priatio n o fassets o r erro rs
in creases.

4.1.1 S egregatio n o fDuties an d Co m p lian ce w ith Purch asin g
Po licies N eeded at Prin ce Alber t

W e fo un d th at Prin ce Albert R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l Divisio n N o . 6 (Prin ce
Albert)h ad n o tadequately segregated in co m patible duties am o n g its em plo yees.Durin g
th e year,Prin ce Alberth ad n o tsegregated:

Th e preparatio n o fban k depo sits fro m m ak in g ban k depo sits

Th e receipto fin ven to ry fro m updatin g o fin ven to ry reco rds in th e acco un tin g system

S taff’s access to th e acco un ts payable system fro m th eirability to sign ch eques

W e also fo un d th at staffcan set up n ew em plo yees in th e payro ll system . Ho w ever,
Prin ce Albert did n o t h ave pro cesses to verify th at th ese n ew em plo yees exist an d
in fo rm atio n en tered is co rrect.Also ,staffdid n o tfo llo w Prin ce Albert’s purch asin g po licy
durin g th e year. W e fo un d several in stan ces w h ere th e appro priate auth o rity did n o t
appro ve purch ase o rders.

1. W e reco m m en d that Prin ce Albert R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l
D ivisio n N o .6 adequately segregate the duties o fstaffto reduce the risk
o fm isappro priatio n o fassets o rerro rs.

2. W e reco m m en d that Prin ce Albert R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l
D ivisio n N o .6 fo llo w its purchasin g po licy.

W e reco m m en ded th at Prin ce Albert R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l Divisio n
N o .6 in depen den tly review an d appro veban k reco n ciliatio n s.(2013 R epo rt– Vo lum e 1;

Public Acco un ts C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sideredth is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – Im plem en ted
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Durin g 2012-13, Prin ce Albert appro priately review ed an d appro ved its ban k
reco n ciliatio n s.

4.1.2 Po licies fo r R eco r din g Jo urn alEn tr ies N eeded at Ile-a -
la Cr o sse

Ile-a-la C ro sse S ch o o l Divisio n N o .112 did n o tim plem en ta po licy o n jo urn al en tries.W e
fo un d in stan ces w h ere jo urn al en tries w ere n o t in depen den tly review ed an d appro ved.
Th is in creases th e risk o fun auth o rizeden tries m adeto th e acco un tin g reco rds.

4.1.3 Co m p lian ce w ith Purch asin gPo licies N eeded at N o r th
East

N o rth E astS ch o o l Divisio n N o .200 did n o tfo llo w its purch asin g po licy durin g th e year.
W e fo un d several in stan ces w h ere purch ases m ade did n o t h ave a co rrespo n din g
appro ved purch ase o rder. Th is in creases th e risk th e sch o o l divisio n m ay acquire
un n ecessary go o ds o rservices o rn o to btain bestvalue.

4.1.4 Chin o o k an d S un W estEstablish ed an d U sed N ew
Po licies

W e reco m m en ded th atIle-a-la C ro sse S ch o o l Divisio n N o .112 fo rm ally do cum en t
an d im plem en t a po licy fo r reco rdin g am o un ts (i.e., jo urn al en tries) in its
acco un tin g reco rds in cludin g in depen den t review an d appro val. (2013 R epo rt –

Vo lum e 1;Public Acco un ts C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – N o tIm plem en ted

W e reco m m en ded th atN o rth E ast S ch o o l Divisio n N o .200 fo llo w its purch asin g
po licy. (2013 R epo rt – Vo lum e 1; Public Acco un ts C o m m ittee h as n o t yet co n sidered th is

reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – N o tIm plem en ted

W e reco m m en ded th atC h in o o k S ch o o l Divisio n N o .211 fo rm ally do cum en tan d
im plem en t a po licy fo r reco rdin g am o un ts (i.e.,jo urn al en tries)in its acco un tin g
reco rds in cludin g in depen den t review an d appro val. (2013 R epo rt – Vo lum e 1; Public

Acco un ts C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – Im plem en ted
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In 2012-13, bo th C h in o o k an d S un W est im plem en ted th e abo ve reco m m en datio n s.
Th ey eith erestablish edan d im plem en ted po licies,o radh ered to existin g po licies.

4.2 IT S ecurity Po licies Im p r o vin g fo r M an y S ch o o l
Divisio n s

S even o fth e ten sch o o l divisio n s w ith pro blem s last year im pro ved th eir in fo rm atio n
tech n o lo gy (IT)security po licies;th ree sch o o l divisio n s h ad n o tyetdo n e so .IT security
po licies h elp en sure th e co n fiden tiality,in tegrity,an d availability o fin fo rm atio n system s
an ddata.Th esepo licies in cludeth e rules th atstaffn eed to fo llo w .

4.2.1Prin ce Alber t, Chin o o k , an d Living S k y N eed to
Establish Adeq uate IT S ecurity Po licies

W e reco m m en ded th at C h in o o k S ch o o l D ivisio n N o . 211 fo rm ally establish an d
im plem en ta purch asin g po licy.(2013 R epo rt– Vo lum e 1;Public Acco un ts C o m m ittee h as n o t

yetco n sideredth is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – Im plem en ted

W e reco m m en ded th at S un W est S ch o o l Divisio n N o .207 fo llo w its purch asin g
po licy. (2013 R epo rt – Vo lum e 1; Public Acco un ts C o m m ittee h as n o t yet co n sidered th is

reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – Im plem en ted

W e reco m m en ded th atS un W estS ch o o l Divisio n N o .207 fo rm ally establish an d
im plem en t a po licy fo r m ak in g an y ch an ges to its payro ll system . (2013 R epo rt –

Vo lum e 1;Public Acco un ts C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – Im plem en ted

W e reco m m en ded th at Prin ce Albert R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l Divisio n
N o . 6 establish adequate in fo rm atio n tech n o lo gy security po licies. (2013 R epo rt –

Vo lum e 1;Public Acco un ts C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – N o tIm plem en ted
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Durin g o ur 2013 audits,w e fo un d th atPrin ce Albert,C h in o o k ,an d L ivin g S k y h ad n o t
yetestablish ed adequate IT security po licies.W ith o utadequate IT security po licies,th e
sch o o l divisio n s’ system s an d data are at in creased risk o f un auth o rized access,
in appro priatech an ges,an d in fo rm atio n n o tbein g available w h en n eeded.

4.2.2 S even S ch o o lDivisio n s Establish ed Adeq uate IT
S ecurity Po licies

Durin g o ur 2013 audits, w e fo un d th at each o f th e listed sch o o l divisio n s h ad
establish edadequateIT security po licies.

4.3 IT Disaster R eco very Plan s N eeded

Five o fth e seven sch o o l divisio n s w ith pro blem s last year appro ved an d tested an
in fo rm atio n tech n o lo gy (IT)disasterreco very plan th is pastyear.Th ree sch o o l divisio n s
each n eeda w ritten ,appro ved,an d testedIT disasterreco very plan .

W e reco m m en ded th at C h in o o k S ch o o l D ivisio n N o . 211 establish adequate
in fo rm atio n tech n o lo gy security po licies. (2013 R epo rt – Vo lum e 1; Public Acco un ts

C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – N o tIm plem en ted

W e reco m m en ded th at L ivin g S k y S ch o o l Divisio n N o . 202 establish adequate
in fo rm atio n tech n o lo gy security po licies. (2013 R epo rt – Vo lum e 1; Public Acco un ts

C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – N o tIm plem en ted

W e reco m m en ded th ateach o fth e fo llo w in g sch o o l divisio n s establish adequate
in fo rm atio n tech n o lo gy security po licies:

E n glefeld Pro testan tS eparate S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .132
L igh to fC h ristR o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .16
N o rth E astS ch o o l D ivisio n N o .200
S ask ato o n S ch o o l Divisio n N o .13
S o uth E astC o rn ersto n e S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .209
S t.Paul’s R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l Divisio n N o .20
S un W estS ch o o l Divisio n N o .207

(2013 R epo rt– Vo lum e 1;Public Acco un ts C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – Im plem en ted
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Agen cies base th eir IT disaster reco very plan s o n risk assessm en ts fo cusin g o n k ey
pro gram s,system s,an ddata.An IT disasterreco very plan :

S ets o utth e respo n sibilities o fth o se w h o are to im plem en tth e plan

In cludes em ergen cy pro cedures to beused w h ile th e system is un available

In cludes steps fo rth e reco very an d resto ratio n o fth e system

R equires regulartestin g an d updatin g

G o o d IT disaster reco very plan s en able sch o o l divisio n s to co n tin ue to deliver th eir
pro gram s an d services ifdam age o ccurs to th eirIT system s.Fo rexam ple,IT system s
n eed to be available fo r in structo rs an d studen ts w h o utilize co m puters, fin an cial
system s n eed to be available to pay co n tracto rs an d staffth e co rrectam o un ts o fm o n ey
o n tim e,an d studen treco rds n eed to rem ain accessible.

4.3.1Prin ce Alber t, Chin o o k , an d N o r th er n Ligh ts N eed
App r o ved an d T ested IT Disaster R eco very Plan s

Durin g o ur2013 audits,w e fo un d th atPrin ce Albert,C h in o o k ,an d N o rth ern L igh ts h ad
n o t yet appro ved an d tested an IT disaster reco very plan . W ith o ut an appro ved an d
testedIT disasterreco very plan ,each sch o o l divisio n w o uld n o tk n o w ifitco uld co n tin ue
to deliverits pro gram s an d services ifdam age o ccurred to its IT system s.

3. W e reco m m en d that Prin ce Albert R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l
D ivisio n N o . 6 appro ve an d test its in fo rm atio n tech n o lo gy disaster
reco very plan .

W e reco m m en ded th at C h in o o k S ch o o l Divisio n N o . 211 appro ve an d test its
in fo rm atio n tech n o lo gy disasterreco very plan .(2013 R epo rt– Vo lum e 1;Public Acco un ts

C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – N o tIm plem en ted

W e reco m m en ded th atN o rth ern L igh ts S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .113 appro ve an d test
its in fo rm atio n tech n o lo gy disaster reco very plan . (2013 R epo rt – Vo lum e 1; Public

Acco un ts C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – N o tIm plem en ted
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4.3.2 Five S ch o o lDivisio n s App r o ved an d T ested T h eir IT
Disaster R eco very Plan s

Durin g 2012-13,each o fth e listed sch o o l divisio n s im plem en ted o ur reco m m en datio n
o n IT disasterreco very plan s.

4.4 S ask atch ew an R ivers Im p lem en ted Co n tr o ls to
Better M o n ito r CapitalAssets

Durin g 2012-13, S ask atch ew an R ivers S ch o o l Divisio n N o . 119 im plem en ted co n tro ls
o verth e reco rdin g an d m o n ito rin g o fph ysical assets.Th e sch o o l divisio n h as pro cesses
in place to review an d appro ve th e purch ase an d dispo sal o fassets.Also ,durin g th e
year,S ask atch ew an R ivers m o n ito red ph ysical assetbalan ces regularly.

4.5 Prep ar atio n o fPerfo r m an ce Evaluatio n s fo r
M an agem en t at H o r izo n N eeded

W e reco m m en ded th ateach o fth e fo llo w in g sch o o l divisio n s appro ve an d testits
in fo rm atio n tech n o lo gy disasterreco very plan :

E n glefeld Pro testan tS eparate S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .132
L ivin g S k y S ch o o l Divisio n N o .202
N o rth E astS ch o o l D ivisio n N o .200
S t.Paul’s R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l Divisio n N o .20
S un W estS ch o o l Divisio n N o .207

(2013 R epo rt– Vo lum e 1;Public Acco un ts C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – Im plem en ted

W e reco m m en ded th atS ask atch ew an R ivers S ch o o l Divisio n N o .119 perio dically
verify th e existen ce o fits ph ysical assets. (2013 R epo rt – Vo lum e 1; Public Acco un ts

C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – Im plem en ted

W e reco m m en ded th at Ho rizo n S ch o o l Divisio n N o . 205 prepare regular
perfo rm an ce evaluatio n s fo r m an agem en t. (2013 R epo rt – Vo lum e 1; Public Acco un ts

C o m m ittee h as n o tyetco n sidered th is reco m m en datio n )

S tatus – N o tIm plem en ted
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Ho rizo n S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .205 m adech an ges to k ey m an agem en tpo sitio n s durin g th e
year.Ho w ever, it h as n o t yet updated its do cum en tatio n o fth e jo b descriptio n s an d
acco un tabilities fo rth ese po sitio n s.Italso did n o tco m plete perfo rm an ce evaluatio n s fo r
staffin th esepo sitio n s durin g th e year.

5 .0 EXHIB IT

5 .1 S ch o o lDivisio n s, Ap p o in ted Audito r s, an d O ur
Par ticip atio n

Th is E xh ibitlists th e sch o o l divisio n s,th eirappo in ted audito rs,an d o urparticipatio n fo r
th e year en ded August 31, 2013. W h ile o ur O ffice w o rk s w ith all o fth e appo in ted
audito rs in th e audits o fsch o o l divisio n s’fin an cial statem en ts,pro cesses to safeguard
public reso urces,an d co m plian ce w ith auth o rities,as sh o w n in th e E xh ibit belo w ,w e
vary th eexten to fo urin vo lvem en t.

S ch o o lD ivisio n Appo in tedAudito r
(atAugust31,2013)

Participated
in Audit

C h in o o k S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .211 S tark & M arsh L L P N o te 1

C h ristth eTeach erR o m an C ath o lic S eparate
S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .212

S k iln ick M illerM o arG ro deck i& K rek lew ich N o te 1

C o n seil des éco les fran sask o ises N o .310 Delo itte L L P N o te 1

Creigh to n S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .111 K en dall & Pan dya N o te 1

E n glefeld Pro testan tS eparate S ch o o l D ivisio n
N o .132

M NP L L P N o te 1

G o o d S piritS ch o o l D ivisio n N o .204 S k iln ick M illerM o arG ro deck i& K rek lew ich N o te 1

Ho ly Fam ily R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l
D ivisio n N o .140

C o gen tBusin ess C o n sultin g N o te 1

Ho ly Trin ity R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l
D ivisio n N o .22

R o bertA.Tiede No te 1

Ho rizo n S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .205 M NP L L P Yes

Ile-a-la Cro sse S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .112 BaertCam ero n O dish aw L a C o ck N o te 1

L igh to fC h ristR o m an C ath o lic S eparate
S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .16

BaertCam ero n O dish aw L a C o ck N o te 1

L ivin g S k y S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .202 Ho lm C lem en ts K w o n g R aich e O berg N o te 1

L lo ydm in sterR o m an C ath o lic S eparate
S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .89

W ilk in so n L ivin gsto n S teven s L L P N o te 1

L lo ydm in sterPublic S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .99 W ilk in so n L ivin gsto n S teven s L L P N o te 1

N o rth E astS ch o o l D ivisio n N o .200 M NP L L P Yes

No rth ern L igh ts S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .113 M NP L L P N o te 1

N o rth w estS ch o o l D ivisio n N o .203 C o gen tBusin ess C o n sultin g Yes

Prairie S o uth S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .210 S tark & M arsh L L P N o te 1
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C h apter5

S ch o o lD ivisio n Appo in tedAudito r
(atAugust31,2013)

Participated
in Audit

Prairie S piritS ch o o l D ivisio n N o .206 C.S .S k rupsk iCertifiedGen eral Acco un tan t
Pro fessio n al C o rpo ratio n

Yes

PrairieValley S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .208 M NP L L P Yes

Prin ce AlbertR o m an C ath o lic S eparate
S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .6

M NP L L P N o te 1

R egin a R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l
D ivisio n N o .81

Dudley & C o m pan y L L P Yes

Regin a S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .4 M NP L L P Yes

S ask atch ew an R ivers S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .119 Delo itte L L P N o te 1

S ask ato o n S ch o o l D ivisio n N o .13 K PM G L L P Yes

S o uth E astC o rn ersto n e S ch o o l D ivisio n
N o .209

Virtus G ro up L L P N o te 1

S t.Paul’s R o m an C ath o lic S eparate S ch o o l
D ivisio n N o .20

Delo itte L L P Yes

S un W estS ch o o l D ivisio n N o .207 C lo se Perk in s & Hauta N o te 1

S o urce:Pro vin cial Audito rS ask atch ew an 2014

N o te 1: W e review ed th e o pin io n s o f th e appo in ted audito r o n th e reliability o f fin an cial statem en ts, effectiven ess o f
pro cesses to safeguard public reso urces,an d co m plian ce w ith auth o rities.W e also review ed th e sum m ary o ferro rs
an d m an agem en t letters to sch o o l bo ards.W h ere n ecessary,w e fo llo w ed up w ith th e appo in ted audito r to clarify
issues repo rted.


