
CITY OF MITCHELL 
SCHEDULE OF FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 

1. SUMMARY OF AUDITOR'S RESULTS 
a.	 An unqualified opinion was issued on the financial 

statements. 
b.	 No material instances of noncompliance were noted by the 

audit. 
c.	 An unqualified opinion was issued on compliance with the 

requirements applicable to major programs. 
d.	 My audit did not disclose any audit findings that need 

to be disclosed in accordance with the Office of 
Management and Budget Circular A-133, Section .510(a). 

e.	 The federal awards tested as major programs were: 

Community Development Block Grant CFDA 14.228 
Public Assistance Grant CFDA 97.036 

f.	 The dollar threshold used to distinguish between Type A 
and Type B federal award programs was $300,800. 

g.	 The City of Mitchell did qualify as a low-risk entity. 

2.	 FINANCIAL STATEMENT FINDINGS 

FINDING NUMBER 2006-01:
 

CONDITION FOUND:
 
The City's annual report was not filed until June, 2007.
 

CRITERIA:
 
South Dakota Codified Law (SDCL) 9-22-21 requires the City to
 
file their annual report financial statements with the
 
governing board (City Council) at their first meeting in 
March and, after approval by them, with the Department of 
Legislative Audit. 

CAUSE:
 
Ci ty personnel have not made a sufficient effort to achieve
 
the deadline for the annual report.
 

EFFECT:
 
A violation of SDCL occurred and the governing board and the
 
public did not receive this information on a timely basis.
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RECOMMENDATION:
 
The annual process of closing the Ci ty books and preparing
 
the annual report should be assigned a level of priority to
 
the extent necessary to comply with SDCL.
 

CITY RESPONSE:
 
The City of Mitchell agrees with the finding and will revise
 
priorities to comply with the statutory filing deadlines of
 
the annual report.
 

3. FEDERAL AWARD FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 

NONE 
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CITY OF MITCHELL 
SCHEDULE OF PRIOR AUDIT FINDINGS AND QUESTIONED COSTS 

There were no findings or questioned costs in the prior audit 
report. 
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