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As a result of House Bill 1019, the 1987 Virginia General Assembly
directed the Board of Commerce to study the following three issues relating
to the practice of accountancy: (i) the need and desirability for
additional regulation of accountants who are not certified public
accountants; (ii) the proper parties to be involved in rendering review
reports on financial statements; and (iii) the appropriateness of modifying
the limitations on references to accounting principles and standards
contained in the Act.

In response to the General Assembly·s mandate, the Board of Commerce
appointed a three member Subcommittee and the Subcommittee employed
Technical Associates, Inc., a Richmond based firm of consulting economists,
accountants and engineers.

Based upon the findings and conclusions of the consultant, and upon the
testimony received at the public hearings, the Subcommittee accepted the
report of Technical Associates in its entirety and made the following
recommendations to the full Board of Commerce for consideration:

A. Reduce the current prohibition against use of certain language by
unlicensed persons.

The Subcommittee recommends that the current broad prohibition
against the expression of any kind of opinion on a financial
statement (an "assurancell in the language of the current statute)
by unlicensed persons be reduced. Practitioners calling themselves
accountants, however, or offering services to the public in the
fields of bookkeeping or accounting, or claiming special
qualifications in these fields should be required to add a
disclaimer if they make any kind of assurance which would encourage
reliance on a financial statement. The recommended disclaimer
consists either of the language:

liThe undersigned is not a licensed Certified
Public Accountant under Virginia law. Persons
relying on this opinion (these opinions) must do
so on the basis of their own judgement of the
writer1s qualifications, ability, and
independence. II or (at the option of the
accountant) "The undersigned is not a licensed
Certified Public Accountant under Virginia law.
This opinion (these· opinions or statements) is
(are) intended solely for the use of my client. 1I

The disclaimer should not be required on an assurance which is
clearly given by an employee to his employer, or which is given by
a government employee in the course of his duties.

In addition, persons who do not claim to be accountants and
who neither offer accounting or bookkeeping services to the public
nor claim special qualifications in this field should be able to



write anything they wish about a financial statement w;thout a
disclaimer, whether or not their statements are directed to their
employers.

B. Continue to restrict "audit" and "review" assurances to· licensed
persons.

Although the Subcommittee recommends that the prohibitions
against the offering of assurances by accountants and bookkeepers
be reduced, they should not be removed. Two important kinds of
assurance, an "audit ll and a IIreview", should continue to be
restricted to licensed persons and the use of the related terms
"audit", Uaudited", lIauditing standards", "review" and IIreviewed"
should be similarly restricted. All other previously prohibited
terms, including lIexaminationli and lIopinion li should be available to
unlicensed accountants. The recommendations should have the effect
of restricting only the word "review," not the review function as
long as the function is given another name.

c. Do not create additional class of licensee.

No additional class of licensee should be created. The
Subcommittee believes that the disclaimer and the restrictions
which should be retained will provide sufficient protection to the
public.

The full Board of Commerce voted to adopt the recommendations of the
subcommittee and the report of their consultants, Technical Associates, Inc.

The Board also approved one additional recommendation to the 1988
General Assembly which is independent of the consultant's report and study
of the issues mandated by House Bill 1019.

The Board recommends that the 1988 General Assembly .consider amending
Title 54 to require that licensed Certified Public Accountants who prepare
financial audits/reviews be required to include the following information:

In addition, the preparer of this financial audit/review is a
Certified Public Accountant under Virginia Law and does hereby
disclose that in addition to the preparation of this document such
CPA has the following business relationship with the client entity:

(Herein is set forth the relationship)



COMMENTS OF GEORGE W. RIMLER
MEMBER BOARD OF COMMERCE

In my five years of tenure as a member of the Board of Commerce this is my
fi rst i ndi vi dua1 attachment to any report or recommendati on emanati n9 from the
Board. I am delighted that a well qualified, independent consultant, utilizing
thorough methodology, has verified the merit of the pol icy, of the past and
present admi n; stra t ion, of attempt i ng to 1essen go vernment interference in the
marketpl ace. The 1egi sl ature is to be commended for establ i shi ng thi s study as
part of H.B. 1019. The report finds no reason for more regulation and in fact
states that tlthe- evidence from both the publ ic hearings and surveys does not
i ndi cate an overpoweri ng need for restri cti ve regul ation. n

Rather than have a study emerge after legislation, it would, I believe, be
more effective to study regulatory matters before the drafting process. In this
case the legislature adopted a pol icy and then called for a study to develop
objective data. One cannot help but speculate as to why the consultant's report
(pg. vii, paragraph 3), prefers the North Carolina (least restrictive) end of
the spectrum, but bases concl usi on on the ac knowl edged sel f- interest vi ews from
self-interested parties (p. vi, paragraph 2). These views emanated from CPA's,
non CPA's and users of financial statements. The consultant was totally on
target in recogni zi ng the exceedi ng1 y narrow sel f-; nterest nature of these
views. Yet, any reasonably objective party would be at a loss to comprehend the
merit of considering the self-interest views as a key data source in formulating
recommendations.

Absent the sentiments expressed in the surveys and in the public
hearings, the consultant's recommendation would be the licensing/
regulatory system presently in existence in North Carolina.
However, because of these vi ews, the Consultant has chosen a
system which retains certain major restrictions on unlicensed
accountants while eliminating others.

- p. vii of Consultant Report.

The process whereby the legislature requests an independent study and a
member then testifies at a publ ic hearing as to what recommendations lithe
Genera1 Assembl y wi 11 be gui ded by" is c; rcul ar at best and tends to reduce
the effecti veness of the desi red independent output--the very reason for the
study. Why conduct studi es to rna ke recommendations to the 1egi sl ature and
then informally limit the possible ideas generated?

uAh, but a man's reach should exceed his grasp. Oh, what is
heaven for?n

Perhaps the jockeying in the drafting of H.B. 1019 influenced apsects of the
study and its conclusions.

There is no longer doubt that the debate accompanyi ng the prolonged nturf
battl e" between these two groups has very 1i ttl e to do wi th protection of the
publ i c. The simul taneous emergence of the age of entrepreneurshi p coupl ed
with corporate merger mania has created new opportunities and new markets for
providers of accounting services. I believe it would be tragic if either
group was allowed to substitute state interference for marketplace competition
in the "people's turf. 1I



1987 SESSION
VIRGINIA ACTS OF ASSEMBLY - CHAPTER 6 1 0

An Act to amend the Code 01 Virginia by adding in Title 54 a "chapter numbered 5.3,
consisting of sections numbered 54-102.24 through 54-102.35, and to repeal Chapter.5 of
Title 54 of the Code of Virginia, consisting of §§ 54-84 througl1 54-102, the added and
repealed sections relating to the continuance of the State Board of Accountancy and tp
the practice 01 public accountancy; penalty.

(H 1019)

Approved MAR 2 7 1987

Be it enacted by the General Assembly of Virginia:
1. That the Code of Virginia is amended by adding in Title 54 a chapter numbered 5.3,
consisting of sections numbered 54-102.24 through 54-102.35, as follows:

CHAPTER 5.3.
PUBLIC ACCOUNTANCY.

§ 54-102.24. Practice of public accounting; certified public accounting; certified public
accountants.-It is the intent 01 the General Assembly that the State Board of Accountancy
certify and license persons to practice public accountancy and restrict the practice of
public accountancy to those persons who are so certified and licensed, and that it take
such actions as may be authorized by Title 54 to aid the public in determining the
qualifications of persons who give assurances on financial statements.

§ 54-102.25. Definitions.-As used in this chapter, the following words and terms shall
have the following meanings, unless the context clearly indicates otherwise:

"Assurance" means any act or action, whether written or oral, expressing an opinion
or conclusion about the reliability of a financial statement or about its conformity with
any financial accounting principles or standards.

uBoard" means the State Board of Accountancy continued by the provisions of thi'$
chapter and established by its predecessor under prior law.

"Certificate" means a certificate as a certified public accountant issued by the BQQrd
pursuant to this chapter or corresponding provisions of prior law or a corresponding
certificate as a certified public accountant issued after examination under the laws of any
other state.

"Financial statement" means any writing or other presentation, including
accompanying notes, which presents, in whole or in part, historical or prospective
financial position, results of operations or changes in financial position of any person,
corporation, partnership or other entity.

uLicense" means a license to practice public accounting issued under the provisions of
this chapter or corresponding provisions of prior law.

66Practice of public accountancy" or "public accounting" means the giving of qf7.
assurance, in a report or otherwise, whether expressly or implicitly, unless this assurance
is given by an employee to his employer.

IIRegistration certificate" means a certificate issued to a professional corporation that
has met all of the requirements for registration under this chapter.

UReport" or "reports" when used with reference to financial statements, means pn
opinion or disclaimer of opinion or other form of language or representation which states
or implies any form of assurance or denial of assurance.

IIState" means any state of the United States, the District of Columbia, Puerto Ric9'
the U.S. Virgin Islands and Guam.

§ 54-102.26. State Board of Accountancy; membership; qualifications; powers and duties
01 Board.-A. The State Board of Accountancy is continued and shall have t~e

responsibility for the enforcement of the provisions of this chapter subject to the power~

and duties of the Director as set forth in § 54-1.33 of this Code. The Board shall consist of
seven members who shall be residents of Virginia and who shall be appointed by fh~

Governor and serve at his pleasure. Appointment of members of the Board shall be for
terms of five years. Members of the State Board of Accountancy as it exists prior to July
I, 1987, may continue as Board members until their individual terms expire.

As the terms of the members of the Board expire, they shall be replaced by members
Nith the following qualifications: one public member who may be an unlicensed
accountant who otherwise meets the requirements of § 54-1.18:1 (i) and (ii); one educator
in the field of accounting; and five practicing certified public accountants, duly certifl·ed
and licensed, who have been actively engaged in the practice of public accounting for at
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least three years prior to appointment to the Board. Any certified public accountant
member of the Board whose license is revoked or suspended shall automatically cease to
be a member of the Board.

Vacancies occurring during a term shall be filled by appointment by the Governor for
the unexpired term. Upon the expiration of his term of office, a member shall continue to
serve until his successor takes office. No person shall be eligible to serve on the Board for
more than two successive full terms. Appointment to fill an unexpired term shall not be
considered a full term for this purpose.

B. The Board may establish continuing education requirements for the issuance of a
license or to assure continued competency of licensees.

§ 54-102.27. Grant of certificate,· restnations on practice.-The Board shall issue a
certificate only to a person who meets the character, education, and examination
requirements established by regulations of the Board. A person who holds a valid
certificate granted to him by the Board may reler to himself as a Certified Public
Accountant or CPA but is not empowered to practice public accountancy until he obtains
a valid license to do so.

§ 54-102.28. Grant and renewal of license; rights of licensee.-The Board shall issue a
license only to a person who holds a valid certificate and who has met work experience
requirements established by Board regulation.

The Board shall grant or renew a license only if the license holder meets requirements
established by the Board. A person who holds a valid license granted to him by the Board
may practice public accounting.

§ 54-102.29. Professional corporations.-A. No professional corporation organized under
the provisions of Chapter 7 (§ 13.1-542 et seq.) of Title 13.1 of this Code shall practice,
directly or indirectly, public accounting in this Commonwealth unless registered under this
chapter.

B. A professional corporation organized under the provisions 01 Chapter 7 of Title 13.1
01 this Code shall be issued a registration certificate by the Board upon its application
and payment 01 the required registration lee provided that:

1. Each shareholder 01 the professional corporation who will practice public
accountancy in Virginia holds a license issued by the Board.

2. The name of the professional corporation and the conduct of its practice conform
with the ethical standards which its shareholders are required to observe in the practice
of public accountancy and the name includes such designation of the corporate form as is
authorized by Chapter 7 of Title 13.1 of this Code and is followed by the description a
uProfessional Corporation" or up.C."

C. Professional corporation registration certificates shall be renewed biennially on the
anniversary date if such corporation meets the requirements for registration and has paid
the registration fee. The Board shall establish'''a renewal/ee.

§ 54-102.30. Unprofessional conduct.-The Board may revoke or suspend a license or
certificate or impose lesser sanctions for any of the following causes:

1. The use 01 fraud, deceit, or misrepresentation about credentials or qualifications for
licensure or certification.

2. The conviction 01 a felony or of a misdemeanor involving moral turpitude.
3. Unprofessional conduct in violation 0/ the Standards. of Practice enacted by the

Board.
4. Professional discipline imposed by another state in the practi~e of public

accountancy.
5. Dishonesty, fraud, or negligence in the practice of public accountancy.
6. Suspension or revocation of the n"ght to practice before any state or federal agency.
7. Violation of any of the provisions of this chapter or any regulation promulgated by

the Board.
§ 54-102.31. Prohibited acts.-A. A person who does not hold a valid license issued by

the Board shall not claim to hold one, nor shall he practice or offer to practice public
accountancy or public accounting,· nor shall he make any other claim of licensure,
registration, or approval related to the preparation 01 financial statements which is false
or misleading.

B. A person who does not hold a valid certificate issued by the Board shall not claim
to hold one or descn-be himself as or assume any of the following titles or designations:
certified public accountant, CPA, public accountant, PA, certified accountant, CA,
.chartered accountant, licensed accountant, LA, registered accountant, RA, independent
auditor or auditor.

C. A person who does not hold a valid license issued by the Board shall not claim to



3

have used Ugenerally accepted accounting principles, " Hgenerally accepted accounting
standards, " Hpublic accountancy standards, " upub/ic accountancy principles, " Ugenerally
accepted auditing principles," or "generally accepted auditing standards" in connection
with his preparation 01 any financial statement,· nor shall he use any of these terms in
describing any complete or partial variation from such standards or principles or to imply
complete or partial conformity with such standards or principles.

D. A person who does not hold a valid license issued by the Board shall not use the
words Haudit, " "audit report, " "independent audit, " "attest, " Hattestation, " "examine, "
uexamination," "opinion," or Hreview" in a report as that term is defined in this chapter,
and which expresses assurance on a financial statement.

E. A person who does not hold a valid license issued by the Board shall neither state
nor imply that he is tested, competent, qualified, or proficient in financial standards
established by (i) the American Institute of Certified Public Accountants or any agency
thereof, (ii) the Governmental Accounting Standards Board or any agency thereof, (iii) the
Securities and Exchange Commission or any agency thereof, (iv) the Financial Accounting
Standards Board, or (v) any successor entity to an entity named in this subsection.

F. No person who holds a valid license issued by the Board shall engage in the
practice 01 public accounting under a professional or firm name or designation that
contains a name or term other than past or present partners, officers, or shareholders of
the firm or of a predecessor firm; nor shall any such person engage in the practice of
public accounting under a professional or firm name which is deceptive or misleading.

§ 54-102.32. Exemptions from unlawful acts.-A. The unlawful acts set forth in §
54-102.31 shall not apply to or prohibit a person or firm holding a certification,
designation, degree or license granted in a foreign country entitling the holder thereof to
engage in the practice of public accountancy or its equivalent in such country, provided
that:

1. The practice of this person or firm in the Commonwealth of Virginia is limited to
providing professional services to persons or firms who are residents of, governments of,
or business entities of the country in wJzich such entitlement is held;

2. Such person or firm does not engage in the practice of public accountancy in the
preparation of financial statements about any other person, firm, or governmental unit in
the Commonwealth of Virginia; and

3. The person or firm designates the country of origin and does not use any title or
designation other than the one under which he or it may lawfully practice in the country
of origin, which may be followed by a trallslation of such title or designation into English.

B. No section of this chapter shall be construed, interpreted, or applied in such a way
as to prohibit any public employee from performing his duly authorized or mandated
duties.

§ 54-102.33. Inapplicability of chapter.-A. Nothing contained in this chapter shall be
construed to prevent any person from describing himself as an Haccountant" or a
ubookkeeper" or from stating that he practices accountancy or bookkeeping; nor shall this
chapter be construed to prevent any person from performing services involving the use of
accounting skills, from rendering tax services, management advisory or consulting services,
or from the keeping of books of account and related accounting records, or from
preparing financial statements without the expression of an opinion or an assurance.

B. Nothing contained in this chapter shall be construed to prevent any person from
stating that he has prepared, compiled, assembled or drafted a financial statement,
provided he does not use any additional language which comprises an assurance.

C. The prohibitions of § 54-102.31 and the other provisions of this chapter shall not be
construed to preclude the use of the following language: uI(We) have compiled the
accompanying (financial statements) of (Name of entity) as of (time period) for the (period)
then ended. A compilation is limited to presenting in the form of financial statements
information that is the representation of management (owners). I(We) have not audited or
reviewed the accompanying financial statements and, accordingly, do not express an
opinion or any other form of assurance on them. Management has elected to omit
substantially all (or certain) required disclosures (and the statement of changes in financial
position). If omitted disclosures were included in the financial statements, they might
influence the user's conclusions about the (entity)'s financial position, results of operations,
and changes in financial position. Accordingly, these financial statements are not designed
for those who are not informed about these matters."

§ 54-102.34. Criminal penalty.-Any person or firm who commits an act prohibited by §
54-102.31 shall be guilty of a Class 3 misdemeanor.

§ 54-102.35. Injunctive relief.-If any person or firm commits an act prohibited by this
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chapter, the Board shall be empowered to seek and to obtain injunctive relief from a
court of competent jurisdiction to prevent a continuing or future violation.
2. That the Board of Commerce shall evaluate (i) the need and desirability for additional
regulation of accountants who are not certified public accountants, and (ii) the proper
parties to be involved in rendering of review reports on financial statements, and (iii) the
appropriateness of modifying the limitations on reference to accounting principles and
standards contained in this act. If the Board determines that additional regulation is
required or desirable or that this act should be amended, the Board shall recommend to
the 1988 General Assembly for its approval any regulatory system appropriate to implement
that degree of regulation, and it shall also recommend appropriate amendments to this act.
3. That Chapter 5, consisting of §§ 54-84 through 54-102, of Title 54 of the Code of Virginia
is repealed.

President of the Senate

Speaker of the House of Delegates

Approved:

Governor
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THE REGULATION OF ACCOUNTING IN VIRGINIA

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Background and Purpose

The 1987 Virginia General Assembly, as part of House Bill
1019, directed the state Board of Commerce to "evaluate (i> the
need and desirability for additional regulation of accountants
who are not certified public accountants; and (ii) the proper
parties to be involved in rendering review reports on financial
statements; and (iii) the appropriateness of modifying the
limitations on references to accounting principles and standards
contained in this act".

To assist it in carrying out the mandates of the legisla
ture, the State Board of Commerce ("Board") retained the
consulting firm of Technical Associates, Inc. of Richmond,
Virginia ("Consultant"). This report has been prepared by the
Consultant to aid the Board in its evaluation.

Methodology and Procedures

To meet the objectives of the study, four avenues of inquiry
were undertaken. First, the conceptual basis for the licensing
or regulation of professional practices was considered~

particularly as it relates to the accounting profession. Second,
the Consultant conducted a general review of statutes and
regulations governing accounting practice in the U.S. including
legal summaries of relevant case law.

Third, the Consultant attended the public hearings held by
the Board and closely examined the transcripts and written
comments flowing from those proceedings. Finally, a major survey
was taken regarding opinions in the Commonwealth of the issues at
hand, directed at more than 14,000 businesses, 1,000 users of
financial statements, and 1,100 accounting professionals.

An assessment and weighing of this considerable amount of
information and data forms the basis for the Consultant's conclu

. sians and recommendations.

i



Regulation Elsewhere

Laws and regulations governing accounting practices vary
widely among the 50 states. Some appear to be highly restric
tive, literally granting a monopoly to CPA'S in the accounting
services market. Others are less restrictive, limiting the
exclusive domain of the CPA'S to auditing services. There are
still other states who have a minimum of regulation, allowing
anyone to do anything except that only CPA's can claim to be
licensed. Some 14 of the 50 states have chosen a two-tier system
whereby there are licensed CPA's and licensed non-ePA's, each
with exclusive rights over particular accounting functions.

Diversity in the regulation of accounting practice is
apparent when considering just the systems in Maryland, the
District of Columbia, West Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, and
North Carolina. At one end of the spectrum sits North Carolina,
where the only restriction on non-ePA's is that they may not
refer to themselves as anything except accountants. Beyond that,
unlicensed accountants can perform any accounting function in
Virginia's southern neighbor. At the other end of the spectrum
sits Tennessee with a two-tiered licensing system, i.e., licensed
CPA'S and licensed PAIs. Moreover, the regulations in the
Commonwealth's southwestern neighbor specifically set forth what
each of the classes of licensees can do.

Public Hearings

The Consultant attended public hearings held by the
Accountancy study Subcommittee of the Board in Fairfax, Williams
burg, and Roanoke. At these hearings, over which Subcommittee
Chairman Michael W. Cannaday presided, representatives of the
Virginia Society of CPA's argued forcefully for retaining the
present law, while spokesmen for the Virginia Society of
Accountants put forward vigorous arguments for reducing present
restrictions. Representatives of other organizations, and many
individuals, took a variety of positions which were as diverse
as, and in many cases were similar to, positions advocated by the
respondents to the Consultant's surveys.

For example, representatives of financial institutions, with
one exception, took positions in support of the present law,

ii



although those who were questioned agreed that they could easily
distinguish the work of a CPA from that of an unlicensed accoun
tant and could establish a policy of rejecting reports by
non-CPA's if they wished.

The record of the 'public hearings was kept open until July
31 to permit the submission of written testimony and additional
materials. Forty-five exhibits were received and incorporated
into the record before the deadline. These exhibits also
reflected the same wide variety of opinion expressed in the
surveys.

Survey Results

To determine the general views of Virginia businesses
regarding the issues posed by the General Assembly, the
Consultant conducted three mail surveys of accounting service
users and providers in the Commonwealth: (A) a survey directed
at 14,360 chief financial officers or chief executive officers of
randomly selected businesses; (B) a survey directed at 1,000
third party users of financial statements, such as bank loan
officers, executives of investment banking and brokerage firms,
and investment company officials; and (C) a survey of 1,146
accounting professionals, divided approximately equally between
CPA's and non-CPA's.

Half of the businesses responding (50%) in survey (A) are
satisfied with both the cost and quality of accounting services
available in their areas. Substantially more firms are concerned
over the cost of accounting services (23%) than over its quality
(5%). Only 5% are concerned with both the cost and quality of
accounting services.

Approximately 70% of the respondents in survey (A) distin
guish between various types of accounting services such as
compilation, bookkeeping, review, tax preparation, and audit.
And, of this 70%, 9 out of 10 believe different education and
experience levels are required to competently provide such
services. Auditing services are ranked highest as requiring the
most education and experience.

When the firms in survey (A) were asked if "Virginia law
should be changed to permit non-ePA's to use such terms as

iii



"generally accepted accounting principles", or GAAP,
approximately 40·% answered "yes" and 60% responded "no".
virtually the same distribution of answers resulted when they
were asked if the law should be changed to allow non-CPA's to use
the term "review", issue review reports, or to call themselves
"public accountants". That is, about 60% said "no" and 40% said
"yes".

The converse situation arose when the survey (A) businesses
were asked if they would "favor regulation of non-ePA's, such as
a licensing requirement similar to but not necessarily identical
to the licensing of CPA's, as a prerequisite to non-CPA's being
able to use such terms as "GAAp li

• That is, about 60% said "yes"
and 40% replied "no". The same converse response distribution
emerged when the survey (A) firms were asked about the same form
of regulation of non-ePA's being a prerequisite to them being
able to use "review", issue review reports, and hold themselves
out as public accountants.

In survey (B), it was found that bankers and other users of
financial statements use compiled statements, reviewed state
ments, audited statements, and income tax returns with approxi
mately the same frequency in making financial decisions. About
67% also believe such statements are prepared in accordance with
"generally accepted accounting principles".

More than 8 out of 10 of the survey (B) respondents
recognize the accounting terms of art distinction between audited
and reviewed financial statements. And, about 60% of them
believe that preparation by a CPA is the most important factor in
determining the reliability of an unaudited financial statement.

The pattern of responses in survey (B) regarding changing
present Virginia law to allow non-ePA's greater latitude or
favoring regulation of non-CPA's as a prerequisite to such an
allowance is similar to that of survey (A), but users of
financial statements are more opposed to changing current law
than is business generally. At the same time, survey (B)
respondents favor regulation of non-CPA's to a greater degree
than survey (A) firms.

The views of CPA's and non-ePA's differed sharply in survey
(c) regarding the desirability of changing present restrictions

iv



on the use of accounting terms and the preparation of review
reports. More than 90% of CPA'S favored no changes in present
law on both of these issues, while 77% of non-CPA's wanted the
law altered. The two groups were somewhat closer in the matter
of the need for regulation. Among CPA'S, 47% favored regulation
(such as a licensing requirement> as a prerequisite to allowing
non-ePA's to use such terms as GAAP. In contrast, 58% of the
non-ePA's took this position. The percentage of CPA's favoring
regulation as a prerequisite for non-ePA's to perform reviews was
54%, whereas the number of non-ePA's seeking this prerequisite
was 67%.

Conclusions and Findings

The justification for the licensing or regulation of
professional practice is that the public benefit of economic and
other restrictions outweigh the public cost. That net benefit,
where it exists, is due to the technical nature of professional
practice which makes it difficult for the public to make rational
and informed choices.

In the case of medical practice, where life and death
decisions abound, it is understandable that significant market
restrictions have been imposed. with respect to other profes
sions, the need for regulation is less obvious. As a people,
however, we have approached licensing and regulation
cautiously--believing that the free market produces the greatest
gain for society overall. Perhaps nowhere is this better
exemplified than in Virginia, not only with regard to broad
public policy measures, but also with respect to professional
licensing. To illustrate, section 54-1.26 of the Code of
Virginia (1950, as amended> states "that the Board shall regulate
only within the minimum degree necessary to protect public
health, safety and welfare".

The evidence from both the public hearings and surveys does
not indicate an overpowering need for restrictive regulation.
The business public is able to distinguish among various types of
accounting services and is generally satisfied with the cost and
quality of those services. Nothing suggests that a large (or
even a small) body of the business consuming public needs a
restrictive form of licensing or regulation before they can make
rational and informed choices about accounting services.
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At the same time, a majority of businesses do not want
present Virginia law changed. But given the large minority who
do wish to allow non-CPA's greater latitude, one wonders whether
the majority's opinion may have been influenced by a natural
reluctance to advocate a change in the law or by a lack of
experience with the present law. However, the fact that a
majority of firms are in favor of regulating non-CPA's as a
prerequisite to granting them greater latitude in their
practices must also be considered in the interpretation of the
apparent preference of a majority of businessmen for retaining
the current law.

As for users of financial statements, their views are
clearly and understandably governed by self-interest, as are
those of CPA's and non-ePA's. Financial statement users seek
avenues which will make their jobs easier and less costly.
Restricting accounting services to CPA's or licensing non-CPA's
fulfills those ends.

The Consultant also concluded that the development of the
system in which financial information is couched in a uniform
language has been of enormous importance to the economic growth
of Virginia and the nation as a whole. This is due largely to
the efforts of CPA'S who have achieved similar qualifications and
whose work is widely accepted by persons who do not know them.
The Consultant has further found that reviews, as defined by the
American Institute of Certified Public Accountants ("AICPA") have
become an integral part of that uniform language system since
their use was suggested by the AICPA in 1978 as an alternative to
a full audit.

The evidence also indicated that the work of unlicensed
practitioners (non-ePA's) has been indispensable to the Common
wealth and that the growth and development of non-CPA practice
normally involves learning about GAAP and other aspects of
accounting which are codified primarily through the efforts of
CPA'S. The great majority of persons who have received training
in GAAP and related subjects are not, and never will be, CPA's.
Some non-ePA's were even found to have Ph.D. 's in accounting and
related subjects and to teach accounting principles at the
college level based on GAAP.
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An essential difference was found between the work of CPA's
and that of unlicensed accountants. That is, the work of the
latter is not part of the nationwide licensing system which gives
the work of CPA's credibility. As a result, the reports of
unlicensed accountants can only be relied upon by persons who
are in a position to make their own judgement as to the
accountant's independence, qualifications, and skill.

In addition, the Consultant concluded that third parties who
rely on financial statements are normally quite sophisticated and
can easily distinguish the work of a CPA from that of a non-CPA.
Such users can, and sometimes do, adopt policies of never
accepting the work of a non-CPA as evidence of the reliability of
a financial statement. As a consequence, the Consultant believes
that users of financial statements do not normally need
protection from the work of non-ePA's. A majority of such users~

wish to retain the restrictions in the present law because they
would prefer not to be subject to customer pressure to deal with
review reports and other assurances prepared by accountants who
are not CPA's.

Recommended Approach

Absent the sentiments expressed in the surveys and in the
public hearings, the Consultant's recommendation would be the
licensing/regulatory system presently in existence in North
Carolina. However, because of these views, the Consul tant h·as"
chosen a system which retains certain major restrictions on
unlicensed accountants while eliminating others.

The Consultant recommends that the current broad prohibition
against the expression of any kind of opinion on a financial
statement (an "assurance" in the language of the current statute)
by unlicensed persons be reduced. Practitioners calling
themselves accountants, however, or offering services to the
public in the fields of bookkeeping or accounting, or claiming
special qualifications in these fields should be required to add
a disclaimer if they make any kind of assurance which would
encourage reliance on a financial statement. The recommended
disclaimer consists either of the language:

"The undersigned is not a licensed Certified
Public Accountant under Virginia law.
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Persons relying on this opinion [these
opinions] must do so on the basis of their
own judgement of the writer's qualifications,
ability, and independence." or (at the
option of the accountant) "The Undersigned is
not a licensed Certified Public Accountant
under virginia Law. This opinion [these
opinions or statements] is [are] intended
for the client's use only."

The disclaimer should not be required on an assurance which
is clearly given by an employee to his employer, or which is
given by a government employee in the course of his duties.

In addition, persons who do not claim to be accountants and
who neither offer accounting or bookkeeping services to the
public nor claim special qualifications in this field should be
able to write anything they wish about a financial statement
without a disclaimer, whether or not their statements are
directed to their employers.

Although the Consultant recommends that the prohibitions
against the offering of assurances by accountants and bookkeepers
be reduced, they should not be removed. Two important kinds of
assurance, an "audit" and a "review", should continue to be
restricted to licensed persons and the use of the related terms
"audit", "audited" "auditing standards", "review" and "reviewed"
should be similarly restricted. All other previa.usly prohibited
terms, including "examination" and "opinion" should be available
to unlicensed accountants.

No addit·ional class of licensee should be created. The
Consultant believes that the disclaimer and the restrictions
which should be retained will provide sufficient protection to
the public.

In designing these recommendations, the Consultant intends
to give to unlicensed persons nearly complete freedom to examine
and analyze financial statements, to use or misuse accounting
terminology, and to make the results available to anyone who
might want to look at them, provided that it is made clear that
the responsibility of judging the reliability of that work rests

with the user.
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The word "review" is reserved to CPA's ··because it has been
restricted in Virginia and is so restricted in many other states.
It could be taken, therefore, to mean the type of analysis which
is performed by a CPA and which is widely acceptable as a result.
A loan officer might request a "review" of a financial statement,
for example, when he means a "review by a CPA". The Consultant's
recommendations should have the effect of restricting only the
word "review", not the review function as long as the function is
given another name.

The recommended disclaimer is intended to remind both the
person who pays the accountant and any third party, such as a
loan officer, of something that should be obvious in any
case--that the work he is paying for or examining is outside of
the system which makes the work of CPA'S credible to persons who
have no knowledge of their individual reputations. It is
designed to encourage persons who need to use this system to
demand the work of a CPA, but to let persons who are comfortable
with the work of a non-CPA to use the work of that accountant.

Alternative Approaches

1. North Carolina Model. North Carolina has put no
restrictions on unlicensed accountants accept that they cannot
call themselves anything except "accountants". The North
Carolina system is one of open competition in which the market
alone determines who hires CPA'S, who hires non-CPA's, and for
what work each is hired. Third parties are free to use or reject
audits and reviews by both types of accountants depending on
their needs. Presumably, businesses who hire accountants to
perform reviews and audits are (or soon become) sensitive to the
requirements of third parties who may use the resulting reports.
Similarly, there are economic incentives to encourage banks and
bonding companies to communicate their requirements for the
preparation of reviews and audits to potential customers, either
to avoid turning away customers who submit unwanted types of
assurances or to attract customers by having minimum requirements
for the preparation of such assurances.

This regulatory approach has been successful enough in North
Carolina so that there is no evident movement to change it. The
Consultant recognizes, however, that this approach is likely to
be contrary to the views of the majority of the respondents to
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the surveys who do not wish to remove current restrictions on
non-ePA's. otherwise, the Consultant believes that this is a
desirable regulatory system.

2. Kentucky Model. If the two approaches presented thus
far are felt to give too much freedom to unlicensed accountants,
the Consultant recommends a law like that of Kentucky which
prohibits unlicensed accountants (or persons claiming expertise
in accounting> from giving any opinion as to the reliability of a
financial statement. Such a law clearly prohibits both reviews
and audits by unlicensed persons. It does not, however, try to
regulate persons such as security analysts if they do not claim
expertise in accounting, nor does it contain explicit
restrictions on the use of accounting terms such as GAAP. This
and comparable terms would have to be used carefully by
unlicensed accountants, however, if they were to avoid violating
the restriction on opinions.

The Consultant believes that this simpler law would avoid
some of the awkwardness of the present virginia statute. It
would be less subject to legal challenge on the grounds that it
infringed the freedom of speech of non-CPA's, and it would remove
much of the problem of accidental violations which may occur
under the present Virginia statute. Otherwise, the effect of
such a simpler statute on the business of licensed and unlicensed
accountants would probably be much the same as that of House Bill
1019.

3. Modified North Carolina Model. This alternative lies
between the North Carolina model and the Consultant's recommended
approach, as it removes the restrictions on the performance of
reviews by non-ePA's. This appproach shares with the North
Carolina system the disadvantage that it disregards the wishes of
respondents to the surveys, especially the survey of users of
financial statements. It would restrict only audits toCPA 1 s.
Given a ~hoice, the Consultant would prefer the North Carolina
approach in total.

4. Retain Present Law. The Consultant does not believe
that the status quo is a desirable alternative. In particular,
prohibition on the use of terms such as GAAP which are important
to many professions, not only accounting, is of questionable
legality and does not appear to be necessary to protect the
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public. The latter is especially true for ihird party users of
financial statements as they are ordinarily very knowledgeable
about the requirements for reliable statements. A burdensome
regulation which is not strictly necessary is contrary to the
Virginia tradition of regulating as little as possible, so that
the public can choose for itself whatever level of services and
qualifications it wishes to pay for. Alternative approach 2
acco~plishes most of the goals of Virginia's current law, but
avoids many of its worst problems.

If the current statute is retained, the Consultant
recommends that minor modifications be made to: (1) clarify the
freedom of employees to make assurances to their employers; and,
(2) to avoid incidental violations of the law by persons whose
assurances are of an essentially casual nature (as an official of
a charity indicating the results of a fund drive).

5. Tennessee Model. If the Commonwealth were to embrace
regulation of an additional class of accountant, the Consultant
would expect the regulatory framework to be similar to that of
Tennessee. There, a licensed "Public Accountant" can perform
reviews of financial statements and do anything else a licensed
CPA can do except an audit. Persons who are c·ompletely
unlicensed may not claim to have skills in accounting and may not
offer their services to the public. Licensing as a "Public
Accountant" in Tennessee requires passing a state test in
addition to experience and educational requirements. The
educational requirement is an Associate Degree with 24 quarter
hours in accounting.

This is the Consultant's least preferred approach, as it
exemplifies regulation requiring more regulation. It would
prevent many persons who can now pursue a career in accounting
from doing so, either because they could not pass the licensing
test or did not have the educational qualifications. As a
consequence of restricted entry to the occupation, the cost of
accounting services could well rise. Qualifications would have
to be reasonably strict or reviews performed by "Public
Accountants" would have no credibility.
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THE REGULATION OF ACCOUNTING IN VIRGINIA

I. PURPOSE AND SCOPE

The statute which now controls the regulation of accounting
in virginia was passed in the 1987 session of the General
Assembly after intense debate. Because of the press of other
business when the new law (House Bill 1019) was passed, several
of its most hotly contested features were not given as much study
as the members of the committee and sub-committee which worked on
the bill would have liked. As a result the following language
was included in the new law:

"That the Board of Commerce shall evaluate
(i) the need and desirability for additional
regulation of accountants who are not
certified public accountants, and (ii) the
proper parties to be involved in rendering of
review reports on financial statements, and
(iii) the appropriateness of modifying the
limitations on reference to accounting
principles and standards contained in this
act. If the Board determines that additional
regu·lation is required or desirable or that
this act should be amended, the Board shall
recommend to the 1988 General Assembly for
its approval any regulatory system
appropriate to implement that degree of
regulation, and it shall also recommend
appropriate amendments to this act."

Technical Associates, Inc. ("Consultant") was commissioned by the
Virginia Department of Commerce to prepare the present study to
assist the Board in its evaluation of the three major questions
posed by the General Assembly.
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The Consultant was instructed to recognize that the
statutory language quoted above was itself a result of a
compromise between vigorously contested views and was drafted
after much discussion. This language was to be followed
faithfully in determining the scope of the study.

The issues involved in the regulation of accounting tend to
be interrelated, however. Accordingly, although the Consultant
has followed the language of the statute as closely as possible,
it occasionally has been necessary to go beyond a strict
interpretation of that language in order to develop sensible
recommendations and options. For example, the statute does not
require a study of whether unlicensed persons (non-ePA's) should
be able to describe themselves as "public accountants" and the
Consultant did not consider this question by itself. But at the
same time, the statute does require a study of the need for
additional regulation of accountants who are not CPA'S. In a
number of states, this issue has been addressed through a second
tier of regulated practitioners who can lawfully call themselves
"Public Accountants". Thus, the question of how the regulation
of accountants who are not CPA's might take shape in Virginia
involves the use of that title and that use has been considered
here in this limited context.

In addressing the three major questions of House Bill 1019,
the Consultant was also instructed to address a number of
subsidiary but pertinent issues. These are related to the
various criteria which the Code of Virginia (Section 54-1.26(B),
1950, as amended) requires the Board to consider in evaluating
the need for additional regulation or in determining the proper
degree of regulation of professional practices.
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II. DEVELOPMENT OF RECOMMENDATIONS AND OPTIONS

While regulation is generally inconsistent with the theory
of competition, licensing of accounting practice has produced an
important economic benefit. Specifically, it has permitted the
preparation of financial information and related assurances which
are relied upon throughout the United States and, increasingly,
throughout the world by individuals who have no knowledge of or
contact with the accountants who compiled the information and
offered the assurances.

Much of the evolution of this universal system, in which
financial information is couched in a uniform language by
practitioners who have met similar minimum qualifications and
whose work is uniformly accepted, has been of enormous importance
to the growth of Virginia's and the nation's economy. Today, we
can hardly imagine the sale of any but the smallest business, or
such now routine arrangements as the securitization of loans,
without reliance on this system. No regUlatory innovation which
could jeopardize essential elements of this system would be
justified without the strongest evidence of need for change. By
the same token, regulation beyond these essential elements is
equally questionable.

A. Regulatory Context Of Review Services

As recently as the mid-seventies only audited statements
were part of the system noted above, and only audited statements
were widely used to justify substantial loans or the issue of
performance bonds. Unaudited statements always had to be treated
with caution, for the term "review" had not yet been given
special status as an assurance on a financial statement. Since
1978, however, when their use was encouraged by the American
Institute of Certified Public Accountants ("AICPA"), reviews have
been increasingly employed by CPA's as lower cost alternatives to
audits to indicate the reliability of financial statements.

In its technical accounting sense, a review refers to a
thorough check of a financial presentation and of the methods by

which it was assembled. Unlike an audit, it does not involve
going behind the documents to verify their validity by such
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techniques as counting inventory, nor does it include the
evaluation of financial controls, but a review usually
incorporates many of the other, less elaborate, tests which would
be associated with an audit.

with respect to the practices of CPA'S, necessary elements
in the preparation of a review are prescribed by the AICPA.
Among other things, these require that the CPA performing a
review must be familiar with accounting practices for the
particular industry or type of organization whose financial
statement are being analyzed. While not a professional
requirement for non-ePA's, the terminology espoused by the AICPA
is widely used by unlicensed practitioners. Thus, for all
practical purposes, the technical concept of a "review" is the
same to both licensed and unlicensed accountants, as well as to
their more knowledgeable clients.

Reviewed financial statements are now frequently used to
support the issue of bonds by bonding companies for such
activities as construction and the extension of credit to many
types of businesses and organizations. They are not commonly
used to justify extensions of credit to publicly traded
companies, for which regular audits are required in any case, nor
are they frequently used for larger loans or bonds for which
audited statements would be appropriate.

The rapid increase, due to mergers, of the average size of
banks in Virginia and the consolidations of financial
institutions such as bonding companies has affected the use of
reviews as well as other financial documents. Reviews which
might once have been scrutinized by bankers and underwriters who
lived in the same town as the accountant who prepared them, and
who were familiar with his work, are more frequently likely to be
used by a person who can only rely on the accountant's status as
a CPA. Reviews, therefore, have increasingly taken their place
as tools in a system which works because individuals have
confidence in CPA's they do not know.

This reasoning does not, however, by itself imply that there
is a need to prohibit reviews which lie outside of this system
and which may be accepted only by persons who are in a position
to judge for themselves the competence of the accountant who
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prepared them. It might imply, however, that such reviews should
be distinguished from reviews performed by a CPA.

Great as it is, the importance of the CPA to the commerce of
the Commonwealth and of the United States may be less than that
of the unlicensed accountant. A large majority of accounting
work in Virginia and the nation is done by persons who are not
CPA's. The Consultant's survey of businesses in the Commonwealth
reveals that nearly 30% of these businesses seldom employ a CPA.
Even when a CPA is used, his hours on the job are likely to be
very brief compared to those of other accounting personnel. As a
consequence, the reliability of the books of most businesses and
the fairness and accuracy of nearly all of our tax system are
dependent on the skills and professionalism of thousands of
unlicensed accounting personnel. Any regulatory action which
tends to reduce the incentive or ability of unlicensed
accountants to improve their skills in their occupations or
professions will do a disservice to the Commonwealth. Often such
improved skills will involve a better knowledge of generally
accepted accounting principles which the AICPA and other such
bodies dominated by CPA's have developed.

The work of the unlicensed and unregulated practitioner (we
will take up the question of additional regulation below)
normally will not, however, be relied upon by anyone who is
unfamiliar with the qualifications, reputation or other work of
that accountant. This must remain an essential distinction
between the licensed (CPA) and the unlicensed (non-CPA)
accountant. The work of CPA's is accepted by people who do not
know them because a state has certified their qualifications
(which includes the passing of a difficult examination), because
they are accountable to a licensing authority, and because of the
clear-cut liability for negligence associated with a licensed
professional. Absent such a system, each individual who relies
on the work or opinion of an accountant does so on his own
responsibility and at his own risk. The only state authority
which can support him is the legal framework which deals with
misrepresentation and negligence in any trade or occupation.

Present Virginia law permits an unlicensed accountant to
give assurances to his employer which he cannot give to any
outside party. The law reflects the unequivocal responsibility
of an employer to judge the work and qualifications of his
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employees. The Consultant believes that employer status is not
essential to this logic. If (and it is an important "if") it
is clear that third parties will rely solely on their own
resources and will take full responsibility for the judgements
they make concerning the ability and independence of the work of
unlicensed accountants, there is no reason to prevent such
accountants from providing assurances on financial statements or
using terms which may be associated with such assurances.

There are advantages to reducing or lifting the current
restrictions on the language which can be used by unlicensed
accountants. These restrictions include prohibitions on the use
of terms such as "examine" and "examination", "review", and
"opinion" which are frequently used both in ordinary speech and,
with specialized meanings, in accounting. The Consultant
believes that it must be awkward for unlicensed practitioners to
avoid using any such terms in connection with their work on
financial statements, even though alternative words such as
"study", "consider", and "analyze" may be available.

B. GAAP in Its Proper Setting

Perhaps more important than the issue of review is the
current prohibition against references to "generally accepted
accounting principles" ("GAAP") or to other similar standards and
principles of the profession or occupation of accounting. GAAP
is a broad and complex body of knowledge which is maintained and
codified by the AICPA. Parts of GAAP are continually changing
and almost no one can claim complete mastery of all of it, but
everyone in accounting must use parts of GAAP more-or-less
continuously, since it is the undisputed standard for most kinds
of financial reporting.

An extensive knowledge of GAAP is by no means the exclusive
property of CPA"S. Because everyone who uses financial reports
needs an understanding of parts of this subject, persons trained
in GAAP can be found in a variety of positions, not only in
banking and other financial industries but in most publicly held
companies. Courses in accounting (based on GAAP, of course) are
offered at most of the larger two-year or four-year colleges and
universities in Virginia. Relatively few of the persons enrolled
in these courses will go on to become CPA'S. At Virginia
Commonwealth University alone, there are three individuals who
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teach GAAP and who hold Ph.D.'s in accounting or related
disciplines, but who are not CPA'S.

The Consultant expects that accidental violations of the
present law by persons such as security analysts or accounting
professors who frequently comment on financial reports are fairly
common. These violations probably include the illegal use of
GAAP as well as other restricted terms such as "examine" and
"review". It is easy, for example, to imagine a letter from a
security analyst to a client saying, "I have examined the report
on this company and, although the accounting is probably in
accord with GAAP, the quality of this company's earnings is poor".
Although such accidental violations may not be serious in
themselves, they do suggest that it is not possible to define the
limits of application of the present law in a satisfactory
way.~/

Since unlicensed accountants (non-ePA's) are now entitled to
compile financial statements, and since compilations are normally
made in accord with GAAP, prohibitions against any reference to
such principles make little sense. Moreover, any accountant,
licensed or unlicensed, who finds that he must make a significant
departure from GAAP in his compilation is generally understood to
be obligated to reveal that fact in his transmittal letter~/.

Yet, at present, that transmittal letter cannot refer to GAAP at
all. While there are ways in which an unlicensed accountant can
discuss an ommission from disclosures required by GAAP in a
financial statement without direct references to GAAP~/, it
is awkward for him to have to do so. Such awkwardness should be
tolerated only if it is necessary to achieve a significant
regulatory goal.

1/ See also the transcript of the Roanoke Public Hearing, pages
69 and 70.

2/ See page 143 of the transcript of the public hearing in
Roanoke or Exhibit 40, submitted by steven Pearson, page 3.

3/ See page 144 of the transcript of the public hearing in
Roanoke.
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c. Establishing an Additional Class of Licensed Accountants

Accountants who are not licensed CPA'S are already strictly
regulated in that they are not allowed to use certain terms in
connection with financial statements or to provide assurances
concerning such statements. The regulation or licensing of an
additional class of accountants would presumably give members of
the new class more freedom to use accounting terms and to provide
limited assurances on financial statements than they now have.
In that sense, it would imply less, rather than more, regulation.

The establishment of an additional class of accountants
would complicate the regulatory process, however. It would
require the development of a second set of qualifications,
perhaps including establishment of a different examination on
accounting subjects. It would also mean that users of accounting
services--including the operators of every type of small
business--would have to distinguish among three types of
accountants (licensed CPA'S, licensed non-CPA's, and unlicensed
accountants) when there is limited evidence that they now
sometimes fail to distinguish unlicensed accountants from
CPA'S~/. An additional regulated class would imply costs and
fees which would have to be passed on to clients and, ultimately,
to consumers.

Depending on the licensing requirements for a new class of
accountants, less trained accounting practitioners might fail to
qualify for the new class or could be disciplined if they did
incompetent work. In that way the new type of regulation would
tend to upgrade the quality of accounting practice generally.
However, accounting work done by persons who remained outside the
new class would not be improved, and might deteriorate as able
accounting personnel were absorbed into the new license class.

The Virginia Society of Accountants has not asked for an
additional class of licensees unless such action is necessary to
obtain for its members the right to perform reviews and to use
accounting terms and phrases such as GAAP in connection with

4/ See page 72 of the transcript from the public hearing in
Williamsburg.
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financial statements. Thus, unlicensed accountants see the value
of licensing primarily as a means to gain partial release from
the restrictions of the current law.

D. The Public's Perspective

outside of the accounting profession, a majority of
businesses, (62% of those responding to the Consultant's survey)
would prefer to retain the present provisions of the law
prohibiting persons other than licensed CPA'S from performing
reviews. A similar majority (60% of those surveyed) would prefer
to retain current restrictions on the use of accounting terms
such as GAAP by unlicensed persons. If, however, current
restrictions on reviews and the use of accounting terms by
unlicensed persons were to be removed, then a majority of
Virginia businesses (again,approximately 60% of those responding)
would prefer regulation, such as licensing of non-ePA's,
presumably to protect them from incompetent practitioners.

The Consultant's survey of "users of financial statements"
(a survey sent to bankers, stockbrokers, and investment company
executives) revealed somewhat greater misgivings about reducing
or eliminating current restrictions on the issue of review
reports or the use of accounting terms by persons other than
licensed CPA's. Seventy-one percent of those responding to the
survey indicated that they did not wish to see any change in the
current law restricting the right to issue review reports.
Seventy-six percent did not want a change in the present
restrictions on the use of GAAP and other accounting terms.

Several users of financial statements wrote strong comments
on their survey forms, or on accompanying letters supporting all
of the restrictions on unlicensed persons in the present law.
Similar views were expressed by several speakers from the
financial community at the public hearings 5 /. Like
business in general, a majority (65%) of respondents to the
financial users survey felt that if persons who were not licensed
under present law were permitted to use accounting terms such as
GAAP, then additional regulation--such as licensing--would be

5/ See, for example, page 55 of the transcript of the public
hearing in Fairfax beginning at line 18.
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desirable. An overwhelming 81% felt that some form of licensing
was desirable as a prerequisite to non-ePA's being able to issue
review reports.

The survey results do not give a mandate either for or
against an additional class of licensed accountant. Instead they
reflect widespread concern among businesses, and especially among
users of financial statements, that permitting persons other than
licensed CPA'S to use accounting terms such as GAAP and to issue
review reports would cost them time and money by forcing them to
deal with lower quality financial statements. If current
restrictions were lifted, therefore, these businesses would wish
additional protection from poor quality or potentially misleading
reports. That protection might take the form of licensing for
non-ePA's, or it might take some other form.

Although concern about the problems which might be caused if
current restrictions on unlicensed accountants were removed is
apparent among users of financial statements it is not universal.
The record also contains the pleas of a banker 6 / and an
insurance broker~/ who believe that the present re~trictions
on the ability to perform reviews and to refer to GAAP are
unnecessary. The banker, in particular, felt that he had the
ability to judge the quality of an accountant's work and had no
use for present restrictions.

The survey of businesses gives no sign of widespread
discontent with accounting services. Indeed, about half of the
businesses responding were satisfied with both the cost and
quality of the accounting services they received. To the degree
that there is discontent, cost is the largest problem with
26% of the respondents indicating a concern. In contrast, only
40% of respondents felt that cost was acceptable, but quality was
weak. These results give no support for the idea that licensing
an additional class of accountants is necessary to protect the
public from incompetent practitioners.

~/ See Exhibit 34 from the record of public hearings.

7/ See page 79 of the transcript of the public hearing in
Fairfax.
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The survey results do indicate~/--as did the public
hearings--interest in including preparers of tax returns in any
new class of regulated accountants. This interest, however, is
probably the result of confusion between state and federal
regulatory roles. Most tax work in every state is directed at
compliance with federal tax law, which is, of course,
administered by the Internal Revenue Service ("IRS"). Appeals
from IRS decisions go to federal courts. Virginia's income tax
system is designed to follow the features of the federal system
so that when the federal return is correctly completed, most of
the work for the state return has been done also.

The IRS is in the best position to regulate tax preparers
since it audits a large number of tax returns, understands abuses
of the tax system, and is in a position to enforce its
regulations. In contrast to the IRS, the Virginia Department of
Taxation audits relatively few returns and is not in good
position to help with the enforcement of restrictions on
preparers of tax returns. The IRS has a system of regulation in
place which includes a category of enrolled agents who have
passed a test administered by the IRS. The IRS also recognizes
the special qualification of CPA's and members of the bar in each
state. In light of the federal system, further state regulation
of tax preparers does not appear to be a meaningful option.

E. Regulatory Frameworks Elsewhere

Consistency with neighboring states should be considered in
advocating regulatory change such as an additional class of
licensed accountants. Of Virginia's adjoining jurisdictions of
Maryland, West Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, North Carolina and
the District of Columbia, only Tennessee has a type of licensed
or registered accountant in addition to CPA'S. As is the case in
Tennessee, any new class of regulated accountant in virginia
would be recognized primarily within the state and their work
would not be part of any regional or national system. In the
United states as a whole, 14 out of the 50 states license a
second class of accountants.

8/ About 38% percent of respondents to the general business
survey thought tax preparation was one of the top two areas in
terms of the need for regulation.

11



The Consultant regards adding an additional class of
licensed accountants with lesser qualifications than those of a
CPA as a last resort. If it is desirable to remove a major part
of the present restrictions on non-CPA's, and if no other methods
can be found which protect the public from the adverse
consequences of the removal of these restrictions, then
a new class of licensee may be appropriate. This position
appears to be consistent with the wishes of Virginia businesses
as expressed in the survey results and with the policy of the
Commonwealth, as established by the General Assembly, i.e., that
additional regulation should be the minimum needed to ensure
public health, safety, and welfare. A number of options which
appear to be preferable to regulating an additional class of
accountant are considered later in the report.

F. Interests of Financial statement Users

As noted earlier, a substantial majority of the users of
financial statements who responded to the Consultant's survey
would prefer to have no change in the legislation which prohibits
unlicensed persons from presenting review reports or which
restricts the use of GAAP and other financial terms. Comments on
the survey forms and the views of speakers at the public hearings
indicate that these preferences are often strongly held. These
results deserve further analysis.

Professional, third party users of financial statements,
such as the bankers and investment officers to whom the survey
was directed, are certainly sophisticated enough to look to see
whether a report on a financial statement is signed by a
CPA. If Virginia law were changed to permit persons other than
licensed CPA's to perform reviews or to provide other assurances
on financial statements, those who relied on such statements, or
their organizations, could easily establish a policy of refusing
to accept such reviews or assurances. In the case of one large
bonding company which operates in other states as well as
Virginia, such a policy already exists. Because users of
financial statements are free to accept only the reports of
CPA'S, their interest in having the state prohibit such reports
from non-CPA's may, at first sight, be difficult to understand.
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After the Consultant discussed the matter with
representatives of banks and bonding companies, the reason for
this interest became clear. Specifically, it stems from the
awkwardness and bad public relations which could result if
customers were told that the accountant's reports they submitted
could not support their loan or bond applications because the
reports were not prepared by a CPA. Financial institutions and
other users of financial statements are apparently concerned that
a significant number of customers might pay for reviews by
accountants who were not CPA's and whose work would have to be
rejected for that reason, or which would require considerable
additional investigation to determine the~r reliability. In
other words, many banks and bonding companies would prefer not to
be subject to customer pressure to deal with reports not prepared
by CPA'S.

Although the prevention of the embarrassment of financial
institutions is not an essential regulatory goal, an appropriate
regulatory system should minimize the chance that significant
numbers of financial reports of doubtful value will be prepared,
even during a period when regulations are changing and some
confusion is likely. A system in which the proper role of the
report of the unlicensed accountant is clear, both to the person
who pays for it and to the third party who may be asked to rely
on it, should meet this objective.
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III. RECOMMENDED APPROACH AND ITS JUSTIFICATION

After weighing the purpose of professional licensing, the
regulatory policy of neighboring states, the views expressed in
the public hearings and the results of the surveys, the
Consultant has concluded that the current law in Virginia should
be modified. The modifications are intended to remove
restrictions in the current law for which there is no apparent
need while retaining those which may provide real protection.

A. Recommended Regulatory Changes

The Consultant recommends that current broad prohibitions
against the expression of any kind of opinion on a financial
statement (an "assurance" in the language of the current statute)
by unlicensed persons be substantially reduced. Persons calling
themselves accountants, however, or offering services to the
public in the fields of bookkeeping or accounting, or claiming
special qualifications in these fields should be required to add
a disclaimer if they make any kind of assurance which would
encourage reliance on a financial statement. The recommended
disclaimer consists either of the language:

"The undersigned is not a licensed Certified
Public Accountant under Virginia law.
Persons relying on this opinion [these
opinions] must do so on the basis of their
own judgement of the writer's qualifications,
ability and independence." or (at the option
of the accountant) "The Undersigned is not a
licensed Certified Public Accountant under
Virginia Law. This opinion [these opinions
or statements] is [are] intended for the
client's use only."

The disclaimer should not be required on an assurance which
is clearly given by an employee to his employer, or which is
given by a government employee in the course of his duties.

In addition, persons who do not claim to be accountants and
who neither offer accounting or bookkeeping services to the
public nor claim special qualifications in this field should be
able to write anything they wish about a financial statement
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without a disclaimer, whether or not their statements are
directed to their employers.

Although the Consultant recommends that the prohibitions
against the offering of assurances by accountants and bookkeepers
be reduced, they should not be removed. Two important kinds of
assurance, an "audit" and a "review", should continue to be
restricted to licensed persons and the use of the related terms
"audit", "auditing standards", "review" and "reviewed" should be
similarly restricted. All other previously prohibited terms,
including "examination" and "opinion" should be available to
unlicensed accountants.

No additional class of licensee should be created. The
Consultant believes that the disclaimer and the restrictions
which should be retained will provide sufficient protection to
the public.

B. Basis of the Recommendations

In designing these recommendations, the Consultant intended
to give to unlicensed persons nearly complete freedom to examine
and analyze financial statements, to use or misuse accounting
terminology, and to make the results available to anyone who
wanted to look at them, provided that the responsibility of the
user of the accountant's work to judge the reliability of that
work for himself was clear.

The word "review" is reserved to CPA'S because it has been
restricted in Virginia and is so restricted in many other states.
It could be taken, therefore, to mean a type of analysis
performed by a CPA. A loan officer might request a "review" of a
financial statement, for example, when he means a "review by a
CPA". The Consultant's recommendations should have the effect of
restricting only the word "review", not the review function as
long as the function is given another name.

In contrast to the case with the word "review", the
Consultant does not recommend any restriction on "examine" and
"examination", because another word, "audit", is available that
more precisely describes the function which would continue to be
restricted to licensed accountants (CPA's). It is never entirely
satisfactory to use a word from common speech as a technical
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term, and when another, more precise word is"available, there is
no justification for casting the common word into this role.

The recommended disclaimer is intended to remind both the
person who pays the accountant and any third party, such as a
loan officer, of something that should be obvious in any
case--that the work he is paying for or examining is outside of
the system which makes the work of CPA's credible to persons who
have no knowledge of their individual reputations. It is
designed to encourage persons who need to use this system to
demand the work of a CPA, but to let persons who are comfortable
with the work of an unlicensed accountant to use the work of that
accountant.

The Consultant's believes that these recommendations have
the advantage over present regulation in that they will not
create accidental violations of the law by persons who do not
hold themselves out to be accountants and whose opinions could
not be taken as assurances by any sensible person. They confine
the scope of regulation where it belongs--to the occupation or
profession of accounting.

Perhaps even more important, these recommendations will not
put unnecessary or contradictory restraints on the use of terms
and concepts which are important to the occupations of unlicensed
accountants, security analysts, and others who work with
financial statements and are not CPA's. In the development and
codification of GAAP and other standards of accounting, CPA
leadership has been invaluable. That leadership, however, should
not lead to an exclusive right to use such essential tools.
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IV. ALTERNATIVE APPROACHES

The Consultant recognizes that the results of its analysis
of the regulation of accounting may differ from that of other
parties and that the choice of a regulatory framework is the
responsibility of the Board and ultimately the General Assembly.
To accomodate their needs, five alternative systems to the
recommended approach have been examined. These alternatives
range from a substantial degree of deregulation to a large
increase in regulatory structure.

A. North Carolina Model

The restrictions on "reviews" and the required disclaimer
contained in the recommended approach are matters of convenience
and clarity, but are not really essential. It is possible (such
as in North Carolina) to remove all restrictions on unlicensed
accountants except the use of the terms "'CPA" and "Public
Accountant". Users of accounting services must then distinguish
between licensed CPA's and unlicensed accountants and make their
judgements accordingly. In this case, only the name "CPA" is
licensed, with the title "public accountant" being restricted to
avoid confusion.

The North Carolina system is obviously one of open
competition in which the market alone determines who hires CPA's,
who hires unlicensed accountants, and for what work each is hired.
Third parties are free to use or reject audits and reviews by

both types of accountants depending on their needs. presumably,
businesses who hire accountants to do reviews and audits are (or
soon become) sensitive to the requirements of third parties who
may use the resulting reports. Similarly, there are economic
incentives to encourage banks and bonding companies to
communicate their requirements for the preparation of reviews and
audits to potential customers, either to avoid turning away
customers who submit unwanted types of assurances or to attract
customers by having minimum requirements for the preparation of
such assurances.

In this system, unlicensed accountants and their firms may
be able to build up local reputations for work of integrity and
high quality which will enable them to compete seriously for
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audits and reviews with CPA's. The result may be significantly
lower costs for accounting services as well as better access by
the public to jobs in the profession.

Under this system, CPA's are still freely available to those
who need their services so that the universal system of
compilations, reviews, and audits by CPA's remains undisturbed.
Moreover, third party users are able to reject any opinions by
persons other than CPA'S if they choose to do so.

This regulatory approach has been successful enough in North
Carolina so that there is no evident movement to change it. The
Consultant recognizes, however, that this approach would be
contrary to the views of the majority of the respondents to the
surveys who did not wish to remove current restrictions on
non-ePA's. otherwise, the Consultant believes that this is a
desirable regulatory system.

B. Kentucky Model

If the two approaches presented thus far are felt to give
too much freedom to unlicensed accountants, the Consultant
recommends a law like that of Kentucky which prohibits. unlicensed
accountants (or persons claiming expertise in accounting) from
giving any opinion as to the reliability of a financial statement.
Such a law clearly prohibits both reviews and audits by
unlicensed persons. It does not, however, try to regulate
persons such as security analysts if they do not claim expertise
in accounting, nor does it contain explicit restrictions on the
use of accounting terms such as GAAP. This and comparable terms
would have to be used carefully by unlicensed accountants,
however, if they were to avoid violating the restrictions on
opinions.

The Consultant believes that this simpler law would avoid
some of the awkwardness of the present Virginia law. It would be
less subject to legal challenge on the grounds that it infringed
the freedom of speech of non-ePA's, and it would remove much of
the problem of accidental violations which may occur under the
present Virginia statute. Otherwise, the effect of such a
simpler statute on the business of licensed and unlicensed
accountants would probably be much the same as that of House Bill
1019.
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C. Modified North Carolina Model

This alternative lies between the North Carolina approach
and the Consultant's recommended approach, as it removes the
restrictions on the performance of reviews by non-ePA's. This
approach shares with the North Carolina approach the disadvantage
that it disregards the wishes of respondents to the surveys,
especially the survey of users of financial statements. It would
restrict only audits to CPA's. Given a choice, the Consultant
would prefer the North Carolina approach in total.

D. Retain Present Law

The Consultant d·oes not believe that the status quo is a
desirable alternative. In particular, prohibition on the use of
terms such as GAAP which are important to many professions, not
only accounting, is of questionable legality and does not appear
to be necessary to protect the public. The latter is especially
true for third party users of financial statements as they
are ordinarily very knowledgeable about the requirements for
reliable statements. A burdensome regulation which is not
strictly necessary is contrary to the virginia tradition of
regulating as little as possible, so that the public can choose
for itself whatever level of services and qualifications it
wishes to pay for. Alternative approach B accomplishes most of
the goals of Virginia's current law, but avoids many of its worst
problems.

If the current statute is retained, the Consultant
recommends that minor modifications be made to: (1) clarify the
freedom of employees to make assurances to their employers and;
(2) to avoid incidental violations of the law by persons whose
assurances are of an essentially casual nature (as an official of
a charity indicating the results of a fund drive). Such changes
can be expected to be non-controversial. The second change has
already been discussed with legal counsel for the Virginia
Society of Certified Public Accountants.

E. Tennessee Model

If the Commonwealth were to embrace regulation of an
additional class of accountants, the Consultant would expect the
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regulatory framework to be similar to that of Tennessee.
There, a licensed "Public Accountant" can perform reviews of
financial statements and do anything else a licensed CPA can do
except an audit. Persons who are completely unlicensed may not
claim to have skills in accounting and may not offer their
services to the public. Licensing as a "Public Accountant" in
Tennessee requires passing a state test in addition to an
experience requirement and an educational requirement. The
educational requirement is an Associate Degree with 24 quarter
hours in accounting.

This is the Consultant's least preferred approach, as it
would prevent many persons who can now pursue a career in
accounting from doing so, either because they could not pass the
licensing test or did not have the educational qualifications.
As a consequence of restricted entry to the occupation, the cost
of accounting services could well rise. Qualifications would
have to be reasonably strict or reviews performed by "Public
Accountants" would have no credibility.
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V. SURVEYS OF ACCOUNTING SERVICE USERS AND PROVIDERS

The results of three mail surveys play an important role
in the findings and recommendations of the Consultant. The
general purpose of the surveys was to ascertain the views of
three groups of Virginians (i.e., business firms, financial
statement users, and accounting professionals) concerning
various aspects of the regulation of accounting services in
the Commonwealth.

The questions posed in each of the mail surveys were
structured to focus on issues related to the three questions
posed by the 1987 Virginia General Assembly in House Bill
1019. That is: (1) the need and desirability for additional
regulation of accountants who are not certified public
accountants; (2) the proper parties to be involved in the
rendering of review reports on financial statements; and (3)
the appropriateness of modifying the limitations on reference
to accounting principles and standards contained in House
Bill 1019.

The mail surveys were also specifically undertaken to
satisfy a number of requirements in the RFP issued by the
Board. To illustrate, Section 54-1.26(B) of the Code of
Virginia, (1950, as amended) states that "in determining the
proper degree of regulation ••• the view of a substantial
portion of the people who do not practice the particular
profession, trade or occupation" shall be considered.
Additionally, the RFP specifically requires that the results
of surveys be used in addressing the question of "whether
there is sufficient demand for the service for which there is
no substitute not likewise regulated and whether this service
is required by a substantial portion of the population".

As shown in Appendix A, each questionnaire sent to the
three sampled popUlations was prefaced by an explanation of
the purpose and background of the survey. Many of the
questions used were the same in each of the three survey
instruments, differing in number and content primarily with
regard to the profile information requested from the
surveyees. The survey instruments were designed to inform
the public and to collect as much relevant information as
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possible while not overwhelming the respondents and
jeopardizing the response rate. Printing and mailing of the
surveys was largely performed by North American Marketing of
Richmond, although the Consultant directly made some
mailings.

In total, the three surveys are comprised of 26 ques
tions for businesses, 23 for users of financial statements,
and 21 for accounting professionals. A number of the ques
tions have multi-part potential answers. The results of the
three surveys, overall and by various cross-tabulations, are
presented in a question-by-question format in Appendix A.

A. Business Users of Accounting Services

The size of the sampled business population was first
established to achieve 95% statistical confidence in survey
results in each of Virginia's 10 Congressional Districts.
For a population of virtually any size, 95% confidence
requires a sample of 384 members of the population.
Accordingly, for the survey results to be representative
(within a 5% margin of error) of the views of the population
in each Congressional District and in Virginia overall,
results for 3,840 mail surveys are required.

Based on the Consultant's experience, response rates to
mail surveys can vary considerably depending on questionnaire
length and complexity, sensitivity of the issues, and many
other factors. For purposes of the survey of businesses, the
Consultant set a relatively high target response rate of 1
out of 4 or 25% because of the presumed importance of the
issues to businesses. This target rate was also established
to account for firms going out of business and changes in
locations. with a 25% target response rate, 15,360
businesses had to be sampled, i.e., 3,840/25%.

Subsequently, however, this number was reduced to 14,360
in order to accomodate at minimum cost the survey of users of
financial statements. This latter survey was added after the
project had begun at the suggestion of representatives of the
Virginia Society of CPA's and the virginia Society of
Accountants. The Consultant determined that even at a
response rate as low as 20%, 14,360 surveys would give only a
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1% loss of accuracy below that expected with a 25% response
rate and a sample size of 15,360.

Dun's Marketing Services provided the Consultant with
names and addresses of 14,360 randomly selected businesses
throughout Virginia. The random selection was drawn from the
total business population of more than 100,000 firms
maintained by Dun & Bradstreet for credit rating purposes.
At the conclusion of the survey 3,004 completed forms had
been returned to the Consultant for a response rate of
21%. Approximately 1,200 forms were returned by the postal
service as the addressee had either moved or gone out of
business.

While the surveys were being mailed, a printing error
was discovered in the business user questionnaire-
specifically in Q-19 which, in turn, relates to
interpretations of possible answers to Q-23 and Q-26. These
questions involve types of licensing requirements of
non-ePA's which the respondents would favor should non-ePA's
become regulated. Because the Consultant determined that the
printing error did not significantly undermine the integrity
of the overall survey instrument and because of time
constraints, the surveys were mailed as originally printed.
Upon their return, each questionnaire was visually examined
to determine if the printing error caused ambiguity or
confusion on the part of the respondent in any significant
way. When this was detected, the original survey was
excluded from tabulation and a new (corrected) survey was
sent to the surveyee.

Of the approximately 3,300 original surveys returned to
the Consultant, the printing error was found to have caused
some confusion in about 210 of the returned original surveys.
Immediately upon making this determination, a corrected
survey was sent to the surveyee along with a letter
explaining the problem. About 110 of the 210 corrected
surveys were returned to the Consultant and these have been
processed and tabulated.

As discussed later, Chi Square statistical tests have
been performed to check on the responses to the original
<uncorrected) survey against those for 90 of the corrected
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surveys. While some significant statistical"' differences have
been found between the responses to the original and
corrected questionnaires, they do not materially effect the
overall survey results.

In order to further ensure the integrity of the survey
collection, data input, and tabulation process, the first 675
completed questionnaires returned to the Consultant were
subject to careful examination and verification. The tabula
tions for this initial set (675) of responses were then
compared to the results for the balance of the returned ques
tionnaires--approximately 2,400. This comparison showed that
the results for the two groups (675 and 2,400 respectively)
are virtually identical. Accordingly, the latter set has not
been subject to the same intensive verification process as
the initial set of 675 questionnaires. Moreover,
cross-tabulations and statistical tests have been performed
for only the subset of 675.

1. Profile of Respondents. More than 96% of the
businesses surveyed are domiciled in Virginia. Put
otherwise, only about 4% are subsidiaries of companies
headquartered outside the Commonwealth. Additionally,
approximately 98% of the surveyed businesses are not involved
in providing accounting services to the public.

The firms were asked about the nature of their
businesses, having choices among retail trade, wholesale
trade, manufacturing, legal services, health services,
financial services, and other. The list was limited because
of concerns over the length of the survey instrument so that
business sectors such as construction, farming, and mining
were not specifically identified. As a result, only about
56% of the respondents were able to specifically designate
their business nature, while 44% designated "other". Of the
former group, the most prevalent business cited was "retail
trade" -- over 30% of those polled. The next most prevalent
type of business identified was "health services" with over
8% of the respondents.

with respect to the size of the surveyed firms, as
measured by the number of full-time employees in Virginia,
they are largely small businesses, i.e., 71% have 10
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full-time employees or less and 21% have between 11 and 50
full-time employees. The balance of the respondents is
distributed between firms with 51 to 200 employees (6%) and
those with over 200 employees (3%).

A majority (53%) of the surveyees have accounting
personnel on their full-time staffs, while about 47% employ
no such personnel. Of the firms which have accounting
personnel on staff, the vast preponderance employ bookkeepers.
The employment of staff accountants follows far behind, with
the employment of staff CPA's being even more distant.
Overall, approximately 73% of the surveyed businesses that
have accounting personnel on their full-time payrolls, employ
bookkeepers rather than accountants or CPA's.

It is also true that an overwhelming majority (78%) of
the firms rely to at least some degree on outside book
keepers, accountants, or CPA'S to meet their internal
accounting needs. Moreover, of those who retain outside
accounting personnel, 71% of the firms rely on CPA's. The
respondents also generally believe (74%) that the quality of
accounting services in the Commonwealth is adequate. This
group is comprised of more than 50% who think the cost of
accounting service is reasonable, while 23% believe the cost
is high. Only about 10% of the surveyed firms registered any
sign of a complaint as to either inadequate quality or a
combination of inadequate quality and high cost.

2. Overall Survey Results. Seven out of 10
businesses make distinctions between various types of
accounting services such as compilation, bookkeeping, review,
tax preparation, and audit. Additionally, of this 70%, more
than 9 out of 10 believe different education and experience
levels are required to competently provide such services. In
terms of ranking, i.e., which type of service requires the
most education and experience, auditing service typically
receives the highest rank. Tax preparation service is
generally given the next highest ranking with review service
following in third position. Compilation and bookkeeping
services are relatively even in sharing fourth and fifth
rankings.
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By more than a two-thirds majority, vitginia businesses
believe that one or more of the five accounting services
noted above should be regulated to at least some degree. The
most often given reason (47%) for this viewpoint is that
"free market forces and/or traditional legal remedies are
insufficient to protect the consuming public against incompe
tent or unethical practitioners". Additionally, some 21%
believe that regulation is justified since the benefits of
such action outweigh the costs.

When asked which types of accounting services should be
regulated to at least some degree, the most prevalent answers
are auditing and tax preparation--about equally divided.
Following in a distant third position is review services.
Compilation and bookkeeping services lag far behind with
fourth and fifth rankings, respectively. Thus, there is a
direct positive correspondence between the business public's
view regarding the education and experience necessary to
provide various types of accounting services and their percep
tion of the need for regulation of such services.

For about 61% of the business respondents, the law in
Virginia should not be changed to allow non-ePA's to use such
terms as "generally accepted accounting principles" or GAAP.
Thirty-nine percent said the law should be changed. The most
prevalent answers explaining these position are that: (a)
reference to such terms implies assurance and, therefore,
should be limited to CPA's (38%); and (b) reference to such
terms need not imply assurance (26%).

While a 61% majority of the firms do not favor changing
Virginia law, 59% also responded that they would favor a
licensing requirement before non-ePA's could use such terms
as GAAP. The most frequent form of licensing requirement
deemed necessary by the respondents is work in the field of
accounting for one year or more (30%), followed relatively
closely by passage of an examination administered by the
State (22%). Other frequent answers consist of a continuing
education requirement (20%) and a 4-year accounting degree
from an accredited college (18%).

As compared to the issue of GAAP, the surveyed
businesses responded very similarly on questions about
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whether Virginia law should be changed to: (a) allow
non-ePA's to use the words "review" or to issue review
reports; and (b) use professional titles such as "public
accountant". That is, again about 60% said "no" to both
questions, with 40% saying "yes". At the same time, if
non-ePA's were to be granted these opportunities, then about
60% of the business public is desirous of some form of regula
tion for these practitioners. The bases for these positions
are consistent with the responses regarding the issue of
GAAP, i.e., generally accepted accounting principles, as are
the forms of regulation deemed necessary.

3. Evaluations and Analysis. The picture that
emerges from the overall survey of virginia firms is that the
business public has a reasonably good understanding of
various types of accounting services, even from a technical
(terms of art) accounting standpoint. This is true for both
large and small businesses. The surveyees assign higher
educational and experience requirements to those accounting
services which tend to be of a more sophisticated nature and
involve the exercise of informed judgment (e.g., audit,
review, and tax preparation). There also appears to be
general satisfaction with the quality and cost of accounting
services in the Commonwealth. All of this suggests that the
general business public has made (and is able to make>
enlightened decisions about accounting services--decisions
about which they are generally pleased. In turn, this would
seem to imply that Virginia business does not need the strict
regulation in the new law, in spite of the fact that about
60% of the respondents do not want the present law changed.

Part of the explanation for the public preference for
leaving the law unchanged may lie in a natural reluctance to
advocate a change in any existing statute. This possibility
is supported by the fact that only 14% of the responding
businesses indicated on Q-14 that reviews were among the
accounting services which should be regulated, although a
majority indicated by their answers to Q-20 that they did not
wish to remove current restrictions limiting the performance
of reviews to CPA's.

However, there is also evidence that 60% of the business
public does believe that non-CPA's should be prohibited from
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using such terms as "generally acce~ted accounting
principles", "review", and "public accountant" and from
issuing review reports. Not only were the questions posed
regarding these issues precise, but a majority (again about
60%) favors some form of regulation of non-CPA's before
present Virginia law is changed.

4. Distinguishing Among Accounting Services. One of
the questions posed in the business survey was whether the
respondent distinguished among five types of accounting
services: compilation, bookkeeping, review, tax preparation,
and audit. Thirty percent of the surveyees responded that
they made no distinction. The question arises, therfore,
whether this 30% should be afforded special treatment. An
analysis of this subgroup suggests that it can be included in
the overall group without producing significant bias, even
though the respondents in the subgroup were instructed by the
questionnaire not to answer certain questions.

Generally, responses to survey questions followed
similar patterns whether the surveyees said they did or did
not distinguish among accounting services. The only possible
exception to this finding is that a greater percentage (75%)
of those who do not distinguish among services favor regula
tion of one or more of the accounting services than those who
do distinguish (69%).

Aside from this difference, answers for the overall
group and those who do not distinguish among accounting
services are very much the same, i.e., typically less than a
2 percentage point differential. Thus, the Consultant
believes it is reasonable to include this subgroup in the
overall group (absent any distinction) without biasing the
survey results.

5. Small VB. Large Firms. A cross-tabulation
analysis was conducted to determine if the responses to the
questionnaire differed between small and large businesses.
Survey results for large businesses, defined as those with
more than 50 full-time employees in Virginia, were tabulated
for selected questions and compared to overall survey results.
The latter is used as a surrogate for small firms in the
survey since they dominate the business category.
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As might be expected, large business tends to have more
accounting staff (CPA'S, accountants, and bookkeepers)
in-house and relies less on outside personnel. When outside
personnel are retained, moreover, they are invariably CPA's.

There is also a greater tendency for large businesses to
support some regulation of the accounting profession than is
true in the survey overall (73% vs. 69%). They also exhibit
a greater preference for regulation of audit (39% VS. 35%)
and review services (20% vs. 15%) and a lesser preference for
regulation of tax preparation (30% vs. 36%) and bookkeeping
(1% vs. 6%) services.

In comparison to the 40% in the overall survey who say
that Virginia law should be changed to allow non-CPA's to use
such terms as GAAP, 47% of large businesses said this should
be the case. However, this difference did not prevail with
respect to allowing non-CPA's to use the term "review", issue
review reports, or call themselves "public accountants".
Large firms also responded in accordance with the overall
survey results regarding licensing requirements. That is,
about 60% would favor some form of licensing of non-ePA's
before non-CPA's should be allowed to do what is presently
prohibited under Virginia's law.

6. Original and Corrected Survey. Chi Square
analyses have been performed to test whether significant
statistical differences exist in the responses to the
original and corrected questionnaires. The test has been
applied to the 675 subgroup of responses to the original
survey and to the 90 subgroup of responses to the corrected
survey--both subgroups were referenced earlier. Using a
standard of 95% confidence, statistically significant
differences have been found in five of the 24 questions
analyzed (Q-ll and Q-15 have not been subject to Chi Square
analyses at this time). Specifically, such differences are
found in responses to Q-22 and Q-25 and Q-19, Q-23, and Q-26.

Q-22 and Q-25, which are unrelated to the printing error
discussed earlier, involve the issue of whether non-CPA's
should be licensed before they could use certain terms. In
comparison to 73% who responded "yes" to Q-22 in the original
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survey, only 61% in the corrected survey favored regulation
of non-ePA's as a prerequisite to non-ePA's being able to use
the term "review" and to issue review reports. A similar
difference is found with respect to Q-25, i.e., 76% say "yes"
in the original survey while only 66% in the corrected survey
indicate a preference for regulation of non-ePA's before
non-ePA's could hold themselves out as "public accountants".
As these differences reflect a change in magnitude rather
than direction, they do not materially effect the survey
results. Moreover, it is unlikely that the differences are
related to the printing error in any way, but rather reflect
the random nature of statistical distributions.

For Q-19, Q-23, and Q-26, which do involve the printing
error, the only significant statistical difference is found
(for all three questions> with respect to the rankings in the
types of licensing requirements favored for non-ePA's.
Specifically, whereas in the original survey "work in the
field of accounting for one year or more" was the most
prevalent response, this took second place behind "passage of
an examination adminstered by the state" in the corrected
survey. In fact, while the rankings of all other possible
answers remain the same in each of the three questions, the
two answers cited consistently exchange first and second
rankings. As these two answers relate directly to the
printing error, this may suggest that the error caused some
confusion on the part of those polled. However, since no
specific prerequisite for non-CPA licensing was favored by
anything close to a majority of the respondents (in the
original or corrected survey> the differences in results
between the original and corrected questionnaires do not
significantly alter the survey findings.

7. Geographical Differences. As indicated earlier,
the sample size of the survey of business users of accounting
services was designed to achieve 94% statistical reliability
for Virginia overall, as well as in each of its 10 Congres
sional Districts. Given that more than 3,000 questionnaires
have been returned to date, this goal appears to have been
accomplished.

The distribution of survey results by Congressional
District has been more difficult, however. This is true
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because: Ca) the locations of the sampled businesses are
only easily identifiable by zip code; and (b) zip code areas
rarely correspond exactly to the geographical configuration
of Congressional Districts. Accordingly, for purposes of
analyzing survey results by geographical areas, the responses
have been grouped into six regional categories comprising the
Commonwealth. As shown on the map in Appendix A, these
consist of: Central, Valley, Northern, Southside, Southwest,
and Tidewater. Appendix A also shows how the results in each
region compare to the overall survey for various questions in
the sequence Q-5 through Q-25. The results of only selected
questions have been tabulated and compared to conserve time
and resources, as the findings should be applicable to the
entire survey results. Moreover, geographical area
tabulations have been performed for only the first subgroup
(675) of the original surveys returned to the Consultant.

In order to test whether statistically significant
differences exist in the responses by geographical regions
(at the 95% confidence level), Chi Square analyses have been
employed. For all the questions analyzed, statistically
significant differences have been found to exist only in the
cases of Q-IO and Q-l2.

With respect to the former, which addressed the issue of
whether different education and experience is necessary to
competently provide various types of accounting services, the
responses in the Central region were statistically different
than the responses in the survey overall. There, nearly 99%
said different education and experience was necessary as
compared to 95% for the survey overall.

In Q-l2, where respondents were asked whether it was
necessary to regulate to some degree accounting services, the
Central region again responded somewhat differently, measured
in a statistical sense. As compared to a "yes" response for
69% of the surveyees combined, 78% said "yes" in the Central
Region.

Overall, the geographical tabulations, comparisons, and
statistical tests indicate a uniformity in the business
public's opinions regarding the regulation of accounting
services in Virginia. Even for the few questions for which
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Q-13
Q-17

statistically significant differences emerg~, the differences
in results are of magnitude and not direction.

8. Respondent Errors. In a limited number of cases,
respondents either gave more than one answer to a question
when asked to provide only a single answer or objected to the
question and, thereby, did not answer. In a small number of
other cases, respondents made errors such as checking both
"yes" and "no" when only one answer was requested. In every
case where these circumstances were found in a questionnaire,
the response was treated as a "no answer" in tallying the
survey results.

Two answers were most frequently given when only one was
requested for Q-l3 and Q-17. These questions refer, respec
tively, to reasons why (or why not) accounting services
should be regulated to some degree and to reasons why (or why
not) virginia law should be changed to allow non-CPA's to use
such terms as GAAP. In Q-l3, potential answers (1) and (3)
are similar, as is the case for potential answers (2) and (4).
This is far less true in Q-17, but some similarity is
apparent. A summary of the respondent errors (8/11/87)
concerning these questions is shown below:

Answers Answers
( 1) and (3) ( 2) and (4)

29 14
11 54

There were also a number of (but less prevalent) instances of
respondents checking more than two answers to the above
questions. And, there were instances of (1) and (2) combina
tions and (3) and (4) combinations. It is also interesting
to note that on a number of occasions (about 15), the respon
dents chided the survey for assuming continued regulation of
accounting services (Q-15) in Virginia. Considering that the
respondent errors apply to over 3,000 returned
questjonnaires, the survey of businesses has been relatively
error free.

9. Unsolicited comments. The Consultant received
many comments concerning the issues at hand, either written
in the margins of or attached to the returned questionnaire.
A compendium of these unsolicited comments is presented in
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Appendix A. As indicated, some of the comments are heated,
others are quite perceptive, and still others reflect vital
economic interests. Overall, they probably reflect the gamut
of business sentiment underlying the survey results.

B. Users of Financial Statements

In evaluating public opinion regarding the regulation of
accounting services, an important subset of the business
community is comprised of those firms which use the financial
statements of others in making business decisions. Such
firms, i.e., third-party users of financial statements,
include banks, saving and loan associates, brokerage houses,
securities dealers, bonding institutions, and other companies
involved in the provision of financial services. While
business generally is the primary user of accounting
services, the subset in question frequently must rely on the
financial statements which flow from those services in
determining whether to make a loan, purchase securities, or
bond performance.

From Dun's Marketing Service, the Consultant secured a
randomly drawn list of 1,000 firms involved in the provision
of financial services. The list was drawn from 4-digit SIC
codes 6011 through 6799 (i.e., Finance, Insurance, and Real
Estate) maintained by Dun & Bradstreet for credit rating
purposes.

The size of the sample (1,000) was selected based on the
expectation that a very high response rate would be realized
due to the importance of the issues at hand to users of
financial statements. Specifically, a response rate of about
30% was expected from those who actually received the survey.
Thus, given that 384 surveys are needed to achieve 95% statis
tical confidence for the state as a whole and allowing 10%
for erroneous addresses, 1,000 questionnaires were mailed.
By the last day on which forms were accepted for processing
(8/19/87), 189 forms had been returned. These were tabulated
as presented in Appendix A. Because the response rate was
lower than expected, the expected level of accuracy was 92%
instead of the target of 95%.
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1. Tabulations and Interpretations •.. As is the case
for business in general, a large preponderance of the
surveyees are headquartered in Virginia (86%) with more than
72% operating in the field of banking. The respondents tend
to be much larger than business generally, with about 54%
having more than 50 full-time employees in Virginia.

As to the type of financial statements used by the
respondents in conducting their business, there is no clear
majority. That is, they are about equally likely to use
compiled statements, audited statements, reviewed statements,
and income tax returns.

A large majority of the respondents (over 68%) indicated
that the financial statements which they used are prepared in
accordance with GAAP or "generally accepted accounting
principles". Of the remaining 32% who responded "no" or
"uncertain" regarding this issue, 72% stated that their
answer was based on the fact that the "financial statements
do not disclose the principles employed". A further
indication of the apparent high degree of technical
sophistication among these respondents rests in the fact that
a large proportion recognize the accounting terms of art
distinction between audited and reviewed financial
statements, i.e., 134 (89%) and 121 (81%), respectively out
of the 150. The comparable figures fall to about half,
however, for compiled statements and tax returns.

When asked which type of accounting service should be
regulated to some degree, the overwhelming response was
"audit". No other service was even close, as compilation,
review, and tax preparation were about equal in a distapt
second position. The same pattern is exhibited in responses
regarding the services which, assuming some regulation
continues, requires the most and least regulation.

Despite these results, about 76% of the respondents said
that present Virginia law should not be changed to allow
non-ePA's to use such terms as GAAP. The far most prevalent
reason given for this position is that the use of such
principles implies assurance and should be limited to CPA's.
At the same time, nearly 68% favor regulation of non-ePA's
before they should be allowed to use such terms as GAAP. The
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form of regulation most frequently preferred <about 33%) is
"passage of an examination administered by the State".

Very similar patterns prevail regarding the issues of
non-CPA use of the terms "review" and "public accountant" and
whether non-ePA's should be able to prepare review reports.
Roughly 70% to 80% said Virginia law should not be changed
regarding these matters. A comparable percentage, however,
also favor a licensing requirement for non-CPA's before they
are allowed to use such terms and perform such activities.
Again, the most prevalent form of licensing mentioned is
passage of a State examination.

In answering the question of what is most important in
determining whether financial statements are properly
prepared, 56% cited preparation by a CPA. The next most
prevalent response (31%) is compliance with internal
standards.

By and large the respondents are neither accountants nor
CPA's. On the job experience is most frequently cited as the
source of knowledge about accounting, with undergraduate
courses in college being the second most common response. As
a group, however, they are clearly knowledgable of the
various types of accounting services and financial statements.
They are also able to distinguish among accounting terms of
art and the degree of assurance that can be assigned to a
particular type of financial statement. Furthermore, they
hold auditing far above other accounting services in terms of
the need for regulation.

Despite the apparent ability to make informed choices
among accounting services, users of financial statements are
generally content with Virginia law, although 20% to 30%
favor change to allow non-ePA's greater latitude. These
results suggest that while the respondents can ably function
under less regulation of accounting services, a more tightly
controlled system is preferred--perhaps because it serves
their business interests. This is reflected in the fact that
while audit services are regarded as requiring (by far) the
most regulation, the surveyees overwhelmingly opt for
licensing of non-CPA's before they are allowed to perform
non-audit functions.
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2. The Banking Community. As banking dominated the
survey of financial statement users (102 of the first 150),
tabulations have been prepared for this subset of the
surveyees. The results are also shown in Appendix A for a
number of selected questions.

As indicated in reviewing the responses shown for the
banking community, the results are generally the same as the
overall group. The only possible exception is in Q-7, where
83% (as compared to 74% for the overall group) said financial
statements do not disclose the principles employed in their
preparation. However, Chi Square tests show that even this
difference is not statistically significant at the 95%
confidence level.

3. Other Matters. As with the survey of businesses,
users of financial statements made errors in completing the
questionnaire. The most frequent error was giving two
answers when only one was requested--some gave more than two
answers. As before, when this was found to be the case, the
answers were not recorded and were treated as a "no response".
The most frequent compound answers were given in response to
Q-l2, (2) and (4), and Q-22, (2) and (3). Several unsoli
cited comments were also provided as shown in Appendix A.

c. Providers of Accounting Services

A random sample of 1,146 accounting professionals was
selected for the third survey conducted by the Consultant.
The size of the sample was based on an expected response rate
of about 33% plus some small provision for moves and wrong
addresses. These were not regarded as major potential
problems, however, since much of the sample was developed
from recently compiled lists.

Specifically, the names of 573 CPA's were randomly drawn
from Board files of licensed CPA'S in the Commonwealth-
roughly a 10% sample. The remaining 50% (573) were randomly
drawn from a composite file comprised of: CA) a randomly
drawn listing of firms in Virginia with a 4-digit SIC code
8931 (Accounting, Auditing, and Bookkeeping Services>
maintained by Dun's Marketing Service; (B> the most recent
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membership roster of the virginia Society of Accountants; and
(C) the most recent membership roster of the Virginia Society
of Enrolled Agents (i.e., registered practioners before the
IRS).

CPA'S, which could be identified, were excluded from
list (A). The remainder of list (A) was then compared with
lists (B) and (C). Names which appeared on all three lists
were eliminated from the last two lists. Next, the
remainders of lists (B) and (C) were compared and duplicate
names were removed. The remainders of all three lists were
then combined, from which a random sample of 573 was drawn.

A total of 407 questionaires were returned to the
Consultant by the cutoff date for processing (8/15/87). The
response rate was therefore 407/1,146 or 36%.

1. Introductory Findings. About 82% of accounting
services providers have their main office in Virginia and are
comprised largely of small firms. Over 70% have 10 or less
full-time employees in the Commonwealth and about 18% have 11
to 50 of such employees. CPA'S and accountants are equally
likely to be employed by the respondents (roughly 36%
each)9/ with bookkeeping personnel following closely
behind-(26%)~/.

More than 90% of the respondents distinguish among
various types of accounting services and 98% said different
education and experience levels are necessary to provide such
services. The most frequent service cited was "audit" as
requiring the most education and experience. Review services
fell in second place in this regard, with tax preparation
following closely behind.

2. CPA's vs. Non-CPA's. As indicated in Appendix A,
results are shown for the overall survey, as well as for the
responses of CPA's and non-CPA's. The separation was made
based on responses to Q-3, i.e., in those instances where

9/ These percentages are based on total number of responses
rather than the number of firms. Sixty-four percent of the
responding firms employed CPA'S and the same percentage
employed accountants. Of course, the two groups overlap.
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CPA'S were indicated as being part of t~~ full-time work
force, it was assumed that the respondent was part of a CPA
firm. This is a reasonable assumption given that CPA's are
rarely employed by non-CPA firms. Based on Q-3, 233 or about
65% of the 358 surveys tabulated initially relate to CPA

respondents, while 35% represent non-CPA views.

As a comparison between CPA and non-CPA responses
indicates, there does not appear to be a great difference in
how the respective accounting services providers view
technical or professional issues. Major differences in
viewpoints on public policy and regulatory issues are
exhibited, however. (This is also reflected in the'
unsolicited comments shown in Appendix A.> To illustrate,
upon applying Chi Square tests to virtually all the questions
after Q-3, statistically significant differences (at the 95%
confidence level) were found in the responses to every
question except Q-S and Q-l6. The former relates to
education and experience levels necessary to competently
provide various types of accounting services, while the
latter deals with the reasons for a "yes" response to whether
present Virginia law should be changed.

D. Summary Analysis

In Table V-I, presented on the following pages, a
summary of salient survey results is shown. As indicated,
with respect to changing present virginia law to allow
non-CPA's greater latitude in their practices, a spectrum of
opinion is demonstrated. Not unexpectedly, CPA'S and
non-ePA's fill the endpoints. From there, public opinion is
somewhat mixed, although users of financial statements
overwhelmingly side with CPA'S. In a comparative sense,
business generally also leans toward leaving present law
unchanged. But a relatively large minority favors a
reduction in the restrictions on the accounting practices of
non-CPA's under current law.

The poll unequivocally shows, however, that if present
law is changed to allow greater freedom to non-CPA's, the
public favors some form of regulation or licensing of
non-CPA's. This is particularly true for users of financial
statements and the non-ePA's themselves. CPA'S are evenly
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split on the issue. But, again, a fairly large minority is
not in favor of non-CPA regulation--this is true of CPA'S and
business generally.

Table V-I also shows that while virtually everyone is
able to distinguish among various types of accounting
services, they also are generally desirous of some regulation.
Auditing is most frequently regarded as the service which
should be regulated, although business considers tax
preparation as more important in this regard. Only banks and
CPA's consider reviews as the second most important services
to be regulated, as tax preparation typically fills that
position. For sure, bookkeeping is universally considered as
the service least requiring regulation.

Financial statement users and CPA's believe that passage
of a state administered examination is the preferred form of
regulation or licensing. Business opts for work experience
as the most preferred approach in this regard, while
non-ePA's believe continuing education is preferable.
Perhaps the most surprising result is that a formal college
education and degree is considered as least important across
all the categories surveyed. This is true because such
training is a primary requirement before one can take the CPA
examination.
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'Page 1 of 2
TABLE V-I

SUMMARY OF SALIENT SURVEY RESULTS*

BUSINESSES FINAN. ST. USERS Accr. SERVe PROVe
LARGE

OVERALL FIRMS OVERALL BANKS CPAS NON-cPAS

Change Present law
GAAP:

Yes 40% 47% 26% 24% 7% 77%
No 60% 53% 74% 76% 93% 23%

Reviews:
Yes 41% 41% 29% 25% 6% 77%
No 59% 59% 71% 75% 94% 23%

Public Accountant:
Yes 39% 39% 30% 29% 14% 82%
No 61% 61% 70% 71% 86% 18%

Regu1. of Non-CPA's
GAAP:

Yes 60% 56% 65% 67% 47% 58%
No 40% 44% 35% 33% 53% 42%

Reviews:
Yes 61% 60% 81% 80% 54% 67%
No 39% 40% 19% 20% 46% 33%

2Ublic Accountant:
Yes 66% 63% 71% 76% 55% 73%
No 34% 37% 29% 24% 45% 27%

Disting. Among Serve
Yes 70% 90% n/a n/a 92% 77%
No 30% 10% n/a n/a 8% 23%

Necess. to Regulate
Yes 69% 73% n/a n/a 96% 77%
No 31% 27% n/a n/a 4% 23%

* Based on the first 675 businesses, the first 150 users of financial
statements and the first 348 accounting professionals who responded to the
survey.
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TABLE V-I

SUl+1ARY OF SALIENT SURVEY RESULTS*

BUSINESSES FINAN. ST. USERS Accr. SERVe PROVe
LAR;E

OVERALL FIRMS OVERALL BANKS CPAS NON-CPAS

Serve to Reg.: Rankl/
First T A A A A A
Second A T T R R T
Third R R R C C R
Fourth C C C T T C
Fifth B B B B B B

Types of Reg.: Rank2/
First WE WE PE PE PE CE
Second FE PE CE CE CE WE
Third CE CE WE WE WE PE
Fourth BA BA BA BA BA BA
Fifth BA+ BA+ BA+ BA+ BA+ BA+

Y Key: A neans Audit; R neans Review; T Deans Tax Preparation; C neans
Carpilation; B Ileans Bookkeeping.

'3J Based on responses regarding types of regulation of non-CPA' s before they
could use GAAP. Key: BA neans undergraduate degree in accounting; BA+
neans degree plus courses in business, econanics and finance; PE neans
passage of state examination; WE ITeans one year or IlOre of YK>rk
experience; and CE neans continuing education requirement.

* Based on the first 675 businesses, the first 150 users of financial
statements and the first 358 accounting professionals who responded to
the survey.

n/a neans not applicable since the corresponding questions were not asked,
although the vast majority inplied "yes" to the requestions as reflected in
responses to Q-4 through Q-9.
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SURVEY OF BUSINESSES CONCERNING
THE REGULATION OF ACCOUNTING

OVERVIEW OF SURVEY
PURPOSE

Recognizing that there are benefits and costs associated with government regulation, the General Assembly has called
for an eVdluataon of certain aspects of the law governing the practice of accounting In Virginia. As a user of accounting
serVices, your views In this regard are important.

The survey IS deSigned to elicit your opinion on a number of Issues. Specifically, the General Assembly requires that a
study bt' m,lde of: "0) the need and deSirability for additional regulation of accountants who are not CPA's; Oi) the proper
p,1rt IPS to be InvoJ.ved In rendering review reports on financial statements; and (iii) the appropraateness of modifYing th~

limltdtlons on reference to accounting principles and standards under current lav.·", In resolvln~ these Issues,
(onsJder,ltlon must be gIven to numerous factors relative to the benefits and costs of professiondillcensure, clS well as the
standards whIch should be used In licenSing regulations.

Because of the complexity of many of the Issues, the entire survey should be looked over before bt'glnnlng with your
\\"nttpn rl'sponses, To assist you, a summary of Virginia law is provided below. Upon reviewing thiS and the survey,
pl()dst· (. hefk the boxes and fiJI In the blanks as you deem appropriate. A return (postage-paid) t'nvelope hils been provld('d.

B,A.CKGROUND

Und(>r \'irglnla Law, cl distinction IS made between those who practace accountan).; as lacf.'nst.·d certiflPd publ".
clr(Ountants (CPA's) and those who practice without such a license and deSignation (non-CPA's). Thl~distanctaon,whKh
applaes to all who offer accounting, bookkeeping, tax preparation, and other such serVices, IS deSigned "to aid the publi( In
delttrmlnlng the qualificdtJOnS of persons who give assurances on financial statements"

The law governing the distinction prevents non-CPA's from offenng their services under certain professlundl tatl(,s.
from uSIng certain accounting terms, and from perfor.mlng certain accounting functions. Specifically, non-ePA's art'
prohibited by law from: (1) refernng to themselves In their practices as "certified public accountant, CPA, public

· accountant, PA, certified accountant, CA, chartered accountant, licensed accountant, LA, registered arcountant, RA,
Independent auditor or auditor", and (2) U51n~ such terms In their practices as "generally accepted accounting prinCiples"
or "standards". "public accountancy standdrds" or "princlples", "generally accepted auditing prinCiples" or "standards",
",'\udit", "audit report", "independent audit", "attest", "attestatlon", "examine", "examlnatlon", "oplnlon", or "revlew"
Bpcause of the restnctlons on the terms which can be used by non-ePA's, they are preventfld from legally performing the
acrountln~ functaons associated with these terms for the ge'neral public. These restrictions, however, do not apply to
accounting services performed by IndiViduals directly for their employers or to those performed by ~overnment

employ~es,

Some claim that the restrictions under present law are necessary to protect IndiViduals who r(»ly on finanCial
statements of others In makIng bUSIness deCISions such as bank loan officers. Others argue that these users need no such
protection and that the encompassing nature of the Jaw makes it difficult if not Impossible for non-CPA's to prOVide
,1(,'ountJng services to the public. And still others contend thdt these cOmpt'lIng .nterests arl' reconciJdblt, only thruu~h

additional regulation. Your views on these and other matters are vital In resolVing the Issues,
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SURVEY OF BUSINESSES CONCERNING
THE REGULATION OF ACCOUNTING

Q-l Is Y\.\llr f.rnl ,1 Sl1b~ldil1ry of a company headqu,lrtpred outside \'.~ ~

(1 ) 0 y('~ (2) 0 no

Q-:! Is your tlrnl lnv\.llv(,d In providing ,lccountlng servIces to the public?

(])O yes (2)0 no

Q-3 If you al1swer(')d "no" to Q-2, whIch one of the followIng best describes the bUSiness of your flrnl:'

(1) 0 rt'Llil trade (2) 0 wholesale trade (3) 0 manufacturIng

(4) 0 leg..ll Sl)r\"ICCS (5) 0 health services (6) 0 financial services

(7) 0 oth<"f services

Q--l l-iow big IS your flrnl In terms of the number of full-time workers employed In \'A?

(1)0 1-10 (2)0 11-50 (3}051-200 (4)0 over 200

Q-5 l\'hlch of the fl,llo\'vlng are Inrluded In the full-time workers In Q-4?

( 1) 0 CP)\'~ C!) 0 allountants (3) 0 bookkeep-ers (4) 0 no accounting pt'rsonn()1

Q-!'" To nlept your flrnl's Internal ,1ccountlng needs, do you retain outSide bookkeepers, accountant~,or
CP~'~}

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

t)-7 It you "lns\·\,ert'd "yes to Q-b, whIch of the following do you retaIn?

(1) 0 bookke(lperS (2) 0 4.1CCountants (3) 0 CPA's

l,) ~ \\llllh (Inc (.lr rn(lrl' llt thl' fllllo\\'lng bl'st descrih('~ the quality and cost ot tht) 4.1CCountlng ~t'r\'llC~

"lvllil,lbll' In the gen<.'r,ll \'ICl1l1ty of your office'

(1) 0 qU(llity I::, (ldcquc1te clnd cost IS reasonable

(2) 0 qu,llity I~ aJequ,ltt.' but cost IS high.

(3) 0 quality could b(' bt,ttcr but cost IS reasonablt.>

(..I) 0 qUdlity lllUld bp bl'ttl'r anJ rost 15 high.

(S) 0 no :b,lSIS to Judge

(..! flj I )l) you di~tJngulsh ,1I110ng thl) following types of accounting services: compilation, bookkPPplng,
r()\, Il)\'\', Ll x pr()p(l r(1 t lon, (l nd clud it:'

{I)o yt!~ (2)0 Ill)

lJ J l) It yUl1 ,1IlSWl'red "y.('~" to Q-Q, dn you bt'lieve that difft.'rl\nt (,Juc,llion clnd ~Xperll)nrt) Il)vl'l~ ,1rt"

nl'le~~(lry to cOlnp('l('ntly provHJe such ~('rvl(t.'s?

())O y("~ (2)0 no

A-2



A-3
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conlpt'tpntly prl)\',,-Ie ~urh sprVH.l)~.

(1) (2) (3)_~ _

(4) {S) _

Q-12 Do you believe It IS necpss,lry for \'A t(l regul<ltl', to at least some Jt?gree, the prOVISion of any of thll

five accounting Sl~rVl(eS cited In Q-9 to ensure th,lt only those with certaIn education and
expprlence levels can offer 5uch servI("es to the public?

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-13 Which one of the follOWIng best describes the reason for your answer to Q-12?

(1)0 no regulatu)n IS necessary because free market forces and/or traditlonallpgal remedies are
sufficient to protect the consuming public agaInst Incompetant or unethical
practltlonprs.

(2) 0 some regulatIon IS necessary because free market forces and/or traditional legal renledies
are InsuffiCient to protect the consuming public against Incompetent or unethIcal
practl tloners.

(3) 0 no regulation IS Justified because the resulting costs to the public outweigh the benefits.

(4)0 son1e regulation IS Justified because the resulting benefits to the public outweigh the costs.

Q-14 If you answered "yes" to Q-12, which one or more of the follOWing services do you believe should be
regulated to at least some degree In \'A?

(1) 0 conlpilatlon (2) 0 audit (3) 0 tax preparatlon

(--I) 0 reVle\o\' (5) 0 bookkeeping

Q-15 Assunllng that some regulatlon of accounting will continue to prevail In VA, rank the servIces listl)d
In Q-Q (by filling In the blanks) In terms of the most (1) through the least (5) regulation which you
believe IS necessary·

(1) (2) (3) _

(4) (5) _

Q-lb Should prt'sent \'A law be changl'd tll allow non-ePA's to use such terms as "generally accepted
accounting prInCiples" In theIr practIces?

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-17 Which one of the follOWIng best describes the reason for your answer to Q-1b7

(1) 0 present law unduly restricts the practIces of non-CPA's.

(2) 0 present law is necessary to protect those who rely on financial statements.

(3) 0 the use of and reference to such prInCIples and standards IS essential In most accounting
work (whether performed by CPA's or non-CPA's) and need not necessarily Imply an
assurance about the reliability of finanCial statements.

(4) 0 the use of and reference to such prinCIples and standards, by their very nature, Implies an
assurance about the reliability of finanCIal statements and, therefore, should be linllted
to CPA's.

Q-18 Would you favor regulation of non-CPA's, such as a licenSing requIrement Similar but not necessarily
Identical to the licenSing of CPA's, as a prerequIsite to non-ePA's beIng able to use such terms as
"generally accepted accounting prinCiples"?

(1)0 yes (2)0 no



Q-l Q AssumIng that licensIng of non-ePA's was a requirement before they coulJ use the term "gent-rally
accepted accountIng prInCiples", which onf? or more of the followIng describes the licensIng
requIrements that you deem necessary?

(1) 0 t1 4-year accountIng degree from an accredited unIversIty or college.

(2) 0 the degree Indicated In (1) plus suffICIent courses In bUSiness, economICS, and fInance

(3) 0 \\,'l)rk In the field of accounting for one year or more.

(3) C p..lssage of an exan11natlon admInIstered by the State.

(4) 0 work In the field of accounting for one year or more.

(5) 0 a contInuing educatIon requirement In accounting, bUSiness, economiCS, and finance.

Q-20 Should present VA law be changed to allow non-ePA's to use the term "reVlew" and to Issue review
reports WIth respect to financIal statements they have prepared?

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-21 WhIch one or more of the follOWing describes the reason for your response to Q-20?

(1) 0 present law unduly restricts the practices fo non-CPA'~.

(2) 0 present law IS necessary to protect those who rely on financial statements,

(3) 0 a review differs from an audit in that it may involve less complex accountIng services and
only limited assurance'.

(4) 0 a reVIew IS Similar to an audit tn that it may Involve complex accounting services and
substantial assurance.

Q-22 Would you favor regulation of non-CPA's, such as the licenSing Indicatf?d In Q-l S, as a prerequIsIte to
non-ePA's beIng able to use the term "revlew" and Issue review reports?

(]) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-23 Assuming that licenSIng of non-ePA's was a requIrement before they could use the term "revle\ov" or
Issue revIew reports, whIch one or more of the licensing requIrements listed In Q-19 do you deem
necessary i

(2)0 (3) 0 (4) 0 (5) 0

Q-24 Should present \'A law be changed to allow non-ePA's to use profeSSional titles, such as public
accountant, as long as they do not use the title of certified public accountant?

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-25 Would you favor regulation of non-CPA's, such as the licenSing requirement indicated In Q-18, as a
prerequlslte·to them beIng able to use profeSSIonal titles such as public accountant'

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-2t> Assuming that lil·t·nslng of non-ePA's was a requirement before they could use profeSSional titles,
whIch one or Inore of the licpnslng requirements listed In Q-l Q do you deem necessary'

(1)0 (2)0 (3)0 (4)0 (5)0
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SURVEY OF BUSINESSES CONCERNING
THE REGULATION OF ACCOU~TING

OVERVIEW OF SURVEY

PURPOSE

Recognizing that there are benefits and costs associated with government regulation, the General Assembly has called
for an evaluation of certain aspects of the law governing the practice of accounting In Virginia. As a user of accounting
serVices, your views In this regard are Important.

The survey 15 designed to t"IiClt your opinIon on a number of Issues. Specifically, the General Assembly requires that a
study be made of: "0) the need and desirability for additional regulation of accountants who are not CPA's; OJ) the proper
parties to be anvolved In rendenng review reports on financIal statements; and (iii) the appropnateness of modifYing the
limitations on reference to accounting pnnclples and standards under current law". In resolving these Issues,
conSideration must be given to numerous factors relative to the benefits and costs of profeSSional licensure, as well as the
standards which should be used In licensing regulations.

Because of the complexity of many of the Issues, the entire survey should be looked over before beginning with your
written responses. To assist you, d summary of Virginia law IS prOVided below. Upon reviewing thiS and the survey,
please check the boxes and fill In the blanks as you deem appropflate. A return (postage-paid) envelope has been provldt·d.

BACKGROUND

Und('r Virginia Law, a distinction IS made between those who prartlce accounting as licensed certified public
accountc.lnts (CPA's) and those who practice without $uch a license and designation (non-ePA's). ThiS distinction, whICh
applies to all who offer accounting, bookkeeping, tax preparation, and other such serVices, IS designed "to aid the public In
determining the qualifications of persons who give assurances on finanCial statements"

The law governing the distinction prevents non-ePA's from offenng their services under certain professlon,ll tltl(,s,
from uSing certain accounting terms, and from performing certain accounting functions. Specifically, non-ePA's are
prohibited by law from: (1) refernng to themselves In their practices as "certified public accountant, CPA, public
dCl'ountant, PA, certified accountant, CA, chartered accountant, licensed accountant, LA, registered accountant, RA,
Independent auditor or auditor", and (2) uSing such terms In their practices as "generally accepted accounting pnnclples"
or "standards", "public accountancy standards" or IIpnnclples", "generally accepted auditing pflnclples" or "standards",
"audit", "audit report", "independent audit", "attest", "attestatlon", "examlne", "examlnation", "oplnlon", or "review"
Because of the restrictions on the terms which can be used by non-CPA's, they are prevented from legally performing th(1
accounting functions assOCiated with these terms for the general public. These restrictions, however, do not apply to
,In:ountang services performed by IndiViduals directly for their employers or to those performed by governm«'°nt

employees.

Some claim that the restnctions under present law artt necessary to protect lndivlduJls who rely on finanCial
statements of others In making bUSiness deCISions such as bank loan officers. Others argue that these users need no such
protection and that the encompassing nature of the law makes it difficult if not Impossible for non-ePA's to provld~

,1(counting services to the public. And still others contend that these competing Interests are reconcilable only throu~h

.1ddltJonal regulation. Your views on these and other matters are vital In resolVing the Issues.
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SURVEY OF BUSINESSES CONCERNING
THE REGULATION OF ACCOUNTING

Q-l Is your flrOl a subsidiary of a company headquartered outside \'A-;

(1)0 yes (2)0 no

Q-2 Is your firm Involved In providing accounting services to the public?

(1 ) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-3 If you answered "no" to Q-2, whIch one of the follOWing best describes the business of your firm?

(1) 0 retail trade (2) 0 wholesale trade (3) 0 manufacturing

(4) 0 legal servIces (5) 0 health services (6) 0 financial services

(7) 0 other services

Q-4 How bIg IS your fIrm In terms of the number of full-time workers employed In VA?

(1) 0 1-10 (2) 0 11-50 (3) 0 51-200 (4) 0 over 200

Q-S Which of the follOWing are Included In the full-hme workers In Q-4?

(I) 0 erA's (2) 0 accountants (3) 0 bookkeepers (4) 0 no accounting personnel

Q-o To meet your firm's Internal accounting needs, do you retain outside bookkeepers, accountants, or
CPA's7

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-7 If you answered "yes to Q-6, which of the follOWing do you retain?

(1)0 bookkeepers (2)0 accountants (3)0 CPA's

Q-B \\'hlch one or more of the follOWing best describes the quality and cost of the accounting s<:rvlces
available 1n the general vIcinity of your office'

(1) 0 quality IS adequate and cost IS reasonable.

(2) 0 quality IS adequate but cost IS hIgh.

(3) 0 quality could be better but cost IS reasonable.

(4) 0 quality could be better and cost IS hIgh.

(5) 0 no baSIS to Judge

Q-9 Do you distinguish among the follOWing types of accounting servIces: compilation, bookkeepIng,
reView, tax preparation, and audit?

(1)0 yes (2)0 no

Q-l0 If you answered "yes" to Q-9, do you believe that different education and experIence levels are
npcpss,lry to competently prOVIde such services?

(»o y~s (2)0 n()
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0· J 1 If V\-HI ,1ns\J\'(.)rcad I') l)SIJ to (J-I 0, rain" (by f Illinh III t ht\ bl,'\l\ks) t IH) flVl' serVH. t·~ lllt·d In Q. CJ In ter~S, ,t
the n1llst (1) through the l(',l~t (5) E.'dUr41tlon ,'\nd ('xpt"lru'llctt \vhl<:h you believe are nPl(''-t~tlr)' to
con'petently provide such services:

(1) (2) (3) _

(4) (5) _

Q-12 Do you believe It IS necessary for V.A. to regulate, to at least some degree, the prOVISion of any of the
five accounting services cited In Q-9 to ensure that only those with certain education and
experIence levels can offer such services to the public?

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-13 Which one of the followIng best describes the reason for your answer to Q-12?

(1) 0 no regulation IS necessary because free market forces and/or traditional legal remedies are
suffiCient to protect the consuming public against Incompetant or unethIcal
practitioners.

(2) 0 some regulatIon IS necessary because free market forces and/or traditIonal legal remedies
are InsuffICIent to protect the consuming public against Incompetent or unethical
practItioners.

(3) 0 no regulation IS JustifIed because the resultIng costs to the public outweigh the benefIts.

(4)0 some regulation IS JustifIed because the resultIng benefits to the public outweIgh the costs.

Q-14 If you answered "yes" to Q-12, whIch one or more of the follOWIng services do you believe should be
regulated to at least some degree In VA?

(1) 0 compilation (2) 0 audit (3) 0 tax preparatIon

(4) 0 review (5) 0 bookkeepIng

Q-15 AssumIng that some regulation of accounting will contInue to prevail In 'v'A, rank the servIces listed
In Q-9 (by filling In the blanks) In terms of the most (1) through the least (5) regulatIon which you
believe IS necessary:

(1) (2) (3) _

(4) (5) _

Q-lb Should present VA law b(' changed to allow non-CPA's to use such tt.'rms as Hgen()rallv i}ccept()d
accounting princIples" In theIr practices'

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-17 \\'hlch one of the follOWing best describes the reason for your answer to Q-16'

(1) 0 present law unduly restrIcts the practices of non-CPA's.

(2) 0 present law IS necessary to protect those who rely on finanCial statements.

(3) 0 the use of and reference to such prInciples and standards IS essential In most accounting
work (whether performed by CPA's or non-ePA's) and need not necessarily Imply an
assurance about the reliability of fInanCIal statements.

(4) 0 the use of and reference to such prInCIples and standards, by their very nature, Implies an
assurance about the reliability of finanCial statements and, therefore, should be limited
to CPA's.

Q-18 Would you favor regulatIon of non-CPA's, such as a licenSIng requirement SImilar but not necessarily
Identical to the lil~enslng of CPA's, as a prerequIsite to non-ePA's being able to use such terms as
"generally accepted accountIng prInCIples"?

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no A-7



Q-1 Q AssumIng thclt licensIng of non-CPA's WclS a requirement before they fould use the term I'generally
acceptl>d Jc(ountlng prIncIples", whIch one or more of the following describes the licensing
rt>qulrenlents that you deem necessary?

(1 ) 0 ,) 4-yt'ar ,1rroun t Ing d<,"grcr from an accredited univrrslty or toll('ge.

(2.) 0 the degree Indicated In (1) plus sufficIent courses in busIness, economiCS, and fInance.

(3) 0 passage of an examInatIon adrrunlstered by the State.

(4) 0 work In the fIeld of accountIng for one year or more

(S) 0 a contInuIng educatIon requIrement In accounting, busIness, economICS, and fInance.

Q-20 Should present \'A law be changed to allow non-CPA's to use the term "revIew" and to Issue revIew
rt>ports vVlth respect to fInancIal statements they have prepared?

(1)0 yes (2)0 no

Q-21 WhIch one or more of the followIng describes the reason for your response to Q-20?

(1) 0 present la\i'" unduly restrIcts the practIces of non-CPA's.

(2) 0 present IdW IS necessary to protect those who rely on fInancIal statements.

(3) 0 a review differs from an audit In that It may Involve less complex accountIng servIces and
only limited assurance.

(-t) 0 a revlcw IS SImilar to an audit in that It may Involve complex accounting services and
substantIal assurance.

Q-22 \'Vould you favor regulation of non-CPA's, such as the licensing Indicated In Q-18, as a prerequIsIte to
non-ePA's being able to use the term "review" and Issue review reports?

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-23 -\ssun1lng that licensIng of non-ePA's was a requIrement before they could use the term "reVle\V" or
JSSU(~ reVJew reports, which one or more of the licensIng requirements listed In Q-l q you deem
I1PceSS(l ry:'

(]) 0 (3)0 (4) 0 (5) 0

Q-2~ Should present \'A law be changed to allow non-ePA's to use profeSSIonal tItles, such as public
<1 ceoun tan t, as 10ngas they donot use the h tIe 0 f ce rt i fled pubIic accou n tan t 7

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q ... 25 \"Vould you favor regulatIon of non-CPA's, such as the licenSIng requIrement Indicated In Q-18, as a
prerequIsIte ·to them beIng able to use profeSSIonal titles such as public accountant?

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-20 Assuming that licenSing of non-ePA's was a requIrement before they could use profeSSional tItles,
which on{' or nlore of the licenSing requirements listed In Q-19 do you deem necessary?

(1) 0 (2) 0 (3) 0 (4) 0 (5) 0
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SURVEY OF USERS OF FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
CONCERNING THE REGULATION OF ACCOUNTING

OVERVIEW OF SURVEY

PURPOSE

Re(ognlztng th~lt there drt.) b(lnefits and costs associated with governmE'nt regulation, the General Assembly hascallt·d

for ,1n eVilluatJon of (ert,}ln asppcts of the law governing the practice of accounting In Virginia. As a USPT of accounting

serVICes, your views In this regard are Important.

The survey IS deslgnpd to elicit your opInion on a number of Issues. Specifically, the General Assembly requIres that a

study be made of: "(i) the need and deSIrability for additional regulation of accountants who are not CPA's; (ii) the proper

p,lrtles to bE' Involved In rendenng revIew reports on financIal statements; and (iii) the ,1ppropnateness of modifYing the

hnllt,ltlons on reterpnce to accounting pnnclples and standards under current law" In resolVing these Issues,

consideratIon must be given to numerous factors relative to the benefits and costs of profeSSional licensure, as well as the

st'lnd'lrds whICh should bt) used In licenSing regulations.

Because of the compleXity of many of the Issues, the entIre survey should be looked over before beginning with your

wntten rt'~ponSt's. To L1SSISt you, a summary of Virginia law IS prOVided below Upon reviewIng thiS and the survey,

plt:ase l"heck the boxes and fill In the blanks as you deem appropnate. A return (postage-paid) envelope has be~n provldt)d.

HACK(~ROU~D

Und(lr \'irglnltl Lay.:, a Ji~tlnctlon IS made between those who practice ac(.ountlng as licensed (ertifled publiC

,llrountants (CPA's) ,1nd those who practice without such a license and deslgnatlon (non-ePA's). ThiS distinction, whICh

applies to all who offt'f accounting, bookkeepIng, tax preparation, and other such serVICes, IS dt'slgned "to did the publiC In

df1termlnlng the qULlliflCatlons of persons who give assurances on financial statt.)ments"

The law governing the distinction prevents non-ePA's from offenng thclr services under certaIn proft.'~slonal titles,

from uSing certain ac(ountlng terms, and from performIng certaIn accounting functl(ln~. SpecifICally, non-CPA's are

prohibIted by law from: (1) refernng to themselves In their practICes as "certified public accountdnt, CPA, publiC

d~(Ountant, PA, certifIed ac(.'ountant, CA, chartered accountant, licensed a("countant, LA., rl'glstered dl'counlant, RA,
Independent dudltor or auditor", and (2) uSing such terms In their practices as "gt·nerally accepted accounting pnnclples"
or "standards", "public accountancy standards" or "pnnclples", "generally dccepted auditing pnnclple~"or "standards",
"audit", lIaudit report", "independent audit", "attest", UattestatJon", "examlne", "examln,ltlon", "oplnlon", or "rt)VIPW"

Because of the restrictions on the terms which can be used by non-ePA's, they are prevented from legally performing the
accountlng functions aSSO(latl)d With these terms for the general public. These restnctlons, however, do not apply to

accounting services performed by IndiViduals directly for their employers or to those performed by government

~mployees.

Some claim that the restnctlons under present law are necessary to protect IndiViduals who rely on finanCial

statements of others tn making bUSiness deCISions such as bank loan officers. Others argue that these user~ need no such

protection and that thl' enfompasslng nature of the law makes It difficult if not Impossible for non-CPA'~ to prOVide
.lfcountlng services to the public. And still others contend that these competing Interests dre reconcilablt.. only through

.".Jdltlonal regulation. Your views on these and other matters are vital In resolVIng the 15sues.
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SURVEY OF USERS Of FINANCIAL STATEMENTS
CONCERNING THE REGULATION OF ACCOUNTING

Q-] Is your fIrm's main office located outside \'A'

(1)0 yes (2)0 no

Q-2 \J\Thlch one of the following best describes the business of your firm'

(1) 0 bankIng (2) 0 securities brokerage (3) 0 securitIes Investment

(4) 0 Investment banking (5) 0 other fInancial servIces

Q-3 How big IS your fIrm In terms of the number of full-tIme workers employed In VA?
(1) 0 1-10 (2) 0 11-50 (3) 0 51-200 (4) 0 o,ver 200

Q-4 Which one or more of the followIng types of financial statements of other companies does your firm
rply upon to conduct Its own bUSIness?

(1)0 compilatIons (2)0 reviews (3)0 audits (4)0 tax returns (5)0 other

Q-5 Please rank the fIve types of financial statements CIted In Q-4 (by filling In the blanks) In terms of the
n"lust frequently (1) through least frequently (5) relied upon.

(1) (2) (3) _

(..t) (5) _

Q-b .Are the types of financial statements Indicated In your response to Q-5 prepared In accordance With
"generally accepted accounting prinCiples"?

(1) 0 yps (2) 0 no. (3) 0 uncertain

Q-7 If you answered "no" or "uncertaIn" to Q-6, which one of the following best describes your r(~sponse(

(1) 0 unfamiliar WIth the meaning of the term "generally accepted accountIng prinCIples"

(2) 0 som(' of the finanCial statements do not disclose the prinCiples t.amploYl1d 1(1 their
prepdratlon.

(3)0 fInanCial statements need not be prepared In accordance WIth such prinCiples to n"leet the
needs of users.

Q~8 Please mark all of the follOWing statements WIth which you agree:

(1) 0 reVIewed finanCial statements should be prepared In accordance With generally accepted
accounting prinCiples (unless otherWise disclosed) and should prOVide limited
assurance.

(2) 0 compiled finanCial statements should be prepared In accordance WIth generally acceptpd
accoun tlng pnnclples (unless otherWIse disclosed) and should pr(~vlde VIrtually no
assurance.

(3) 0 ,ludited fln,lnrlal statpnll'nts should be pr(lp,lr(·d In acrord,lnC(' With genprally ,1(Cl~ptPJ

,)ccountlng prinCiples (unless otherwJsl) djsrlo~('d) ,'nd shoulJ provIJl' substantl(ll
,1~~Ur,lnl'l~

(--1) 0 tax r('turn~ ,'nd other flll,lntllli stl1t(lnl(lnts n()('d not be pn.. p,lrt.'d In acrordllnrlJ With
g(tnt'r,dly llll'l'pted ,'ll~\LJntlng pnn(lpll'~, but .1fl' dl1h1rll1l1ll'd by thl' nl'l'ds of thl~ user
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(2) 0 audit (3) 0 tax preparation

(5) 0 bookkeepIng

Q-9 WhIch ant) or 010re of the followIng servIces do you believe should be regulat{Jd to at least some
degree In V A:'

(1)0 compilatIon

(4) 0 revIew

Q-IO Assuming that some regulatlon of accountIng will contlnue to prevail In \'A, rank the servIces listed
In Q-Q (by filling In the blanks) In terms of the most (1) through the least (5) regulation whIch you
believe IS necessary.

(1) (2) (3) _

(4) (5) _

Q-l1 Should present VA law be changed to allow non-ePA's to use such terms as IIgeneraJly accepted
dlluunllng prIncIples" In their practices?

(1)0 yes (2)0 no

Q-12 \,\'hlch one of the followIng best describes the reason for your answer to Q-l1?

(1) 0 present law unduly restrIcts the practices of non-CPA's.

(2) 0 present law IS necessary to protect those who rely on fInancIal statements.

(3)[J "he use of dnd reference to such principles and standards IS essential In most accounting
work (\vhether performed by CPA's or non-ePA's) and need not necessarily Imply an
aSSUL-lnce about the reliability of fInancIal statements.

(J)C the use of and reference to such prIncIples and standards, by theIr very nature, Implies an
JSSUL.1nce about the reliability of financial sta tements and, therefore, should be limited
to CPA's.

Q-13 \'Vould you favor r('gulatlon of non-CPA's, such as a licenSIng requIrement Similar but not necessarily
IdentIcal to the licenSing of CPA's, as a prerequIsite to non-CPA's beIng able to use such terms as
"generally accepted accounting prIncIples"?

(1)0 yes (2)0 no

Q-14 AssumIng that licenSing of non-CPA's was a requirement before they could use the term "generally
accepted accounting princIples", which one or more of the follOWIng best describes the licenSing
requirements that you deem necessaryi

(1) 0 a 4-year accounting degree from an accredited universIty or college

(2) 0 the degree Indicated In (1) plus suffiCient courses In bUSiness, economICS, and finance

(3) 0 passage of an examination admInIstered by the State.

(4) 0 work In the field of accounting for one year or more.

(5) 0 a continuing educatIon requIrement In accounting, bUSiness, economiCS, and finance.

Q-15 Should present VA law be changed to allow non-ePA's to use the term "revlew" and to Issue review
reports With respect to financial statements they have prepared?

(1)0 yes (2)0 no
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Q-17

Whil·h one or n101t' (,f thl' fl)lIo~'lng dt"\scribec; thp reason for Yl)Ur re..5ponsp to (~-lS?

(1) 0 pr('~{\nt tl\V unduly restricts thE? practices of non-C"PA's.

(2) 0 present law I~ necessary to protect those \,\,ho rely on flnanel,}1 statenlcnts.

(3) 0 a reVJe\\, diff{lrs from a.ln audit In that it nlay InvolvE? less complex accounting services and
only linlltt.'d assurance.

(4) 0 a revIew IS sImilar to an audit in that It may Involve complex accounting servIces and
substantllli assurance.

\\'ould you favor regulation of non-CPA's, such as the licensing requirement Indicated in Q-13, as a
prerequIsite to them beIng able to use professional titles such as public accountant?

(1)0 yes (2)0 no

Q-l S AssumIng that licensing of non-CPA's was a requirement before they could use the term "review" or
lssue review reports, which one or more of the licensing requirements listed in Q-14 do you deem
n('{'£'ssa ry"]

(1)0 (2)0 (3)0 \4)0 (5)0

Q-l q Should present VA law be changed to allow non-ePA's to use profeSSional titles, such as public
accountant, as long as they do not use the title of certified public accountant?

(1)0 yes (2)0 no

Q-20 Would you favor regulation of non-CPA's, such as the licenSIng requirement Indicated In Q-13, as a
prerequIsIte to them being able to use profeSSional titles such as public accountant?

(1)0 yes (2)0 no

Q-21 Assuming that licenSing of non-ePA's was a requirement before they could use profeSSional titles,
whIch one or more of the licenSing requirements listed in Q-14 do you deem necessary'

(1)0 (2)0 (3)0 (4)0 (5)0

Q-22 Which one of the ~ollowlng do you regard as most Important In determIning whether compiled or
reViewed (i.e., unaudited) fInancial statements that you rely upon have been properly prepared:'

(1) 0 they have been approved by a government agency

(2) 0 they have met our own Internal standards.

(3) 0 they have been prepared by a CPA.

(4) 0 not applicable sInce I only rely upon audited financial statements.

(2) 0 undergraduate courses

(4) 0 graduate degree (5) 0 CPA

Q-23 Which one or more of the follOWing best describes your educational and profeSSional background In
accountIng?

(1) 0 on the Job experience

(3) 0 bachelors degree
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SURVEY OF ACCOUNTING PROFESSIONALS
CONCERNING THE REGULATION OF ·ACCOUNTING

OVERVIEW OF SURVEY

PLRPC)SE

Rl'" pgniling th41t thcf(' .1ft' bl'npfit~ and costs assocIated wIth governnlent rllgulatlon, thl' Cenl'rclJ A~~en)hly h41~ CelJJeJ
tor ell) l,\..,lu.ltlon ot l('rtllln ,1spects of thp law govf'rnlng the practlct) of ,1ccountlng In \'irglnl". As ,1 user of .Hcounllng
~('r\'Il'('~, Yllur \'I('\-\'!'t 111 thl~ f('g,lrd ,1rt' Import,lnt.

Thl' ~Uf\'t'V I~ dt.'~lgnt.·d to (,lint your opInion on a numbl'r of ISSUPS. SperiflCcllly, the Genercll Assl'n1hlv rt.'qulres th,lt .1

~tll~ly btl n141de (,It· "\I) th(l nl'(!d .1nJ J(·~lr ..lbility for additlon,,1 regulation of clClountants who are n<.'t CrA's, (il) thl' prllpt'r

p"rtlt:~ to be In\'uhTl.i In rl'nJ(lnng rp\'ll'\V reports on flnc1nrlc11 statements; and (iii) the c1rpropn"tt.'np~sof moditYIf'~ tht·
lilnlt,1tJ(,H'~ (In rt'h.'rt'nl't' to ,1(COuntlng pnnclplt,S and stclnd,lrds under current lc1~\''' In r('~l)h'ln~ tht·~(· 1~~lH'''',

l {ltl~hjer ..ltlon 01USt be gl\,('n t,) numt'rous tactors relative to the benefits and fasts of professlon..lllilt·n~un·.,l~ \\,('11 ~1~ the
~tt,nd,1rd5 \vhsrh Sh{lUIJ be used In IiC(~ns)Jlg regulatJons.

O<"\.,\USt' l,t tht., cllmpll'xlty of nlilnv of the I~sue~, the entire survey should be looked over b<.,fon· bttglnnlng \vlth vuur
vvnttt.'n f('sponst'~, To ,1~~bt you, a sumnlary of v'irglnlc.1 law IS provided below Upon reVle\\'lng thiS clnJ tht.· ~LJrv('y,

pll'41!'t(' rhpck th(' boxt.'s ~\nJ fill In the bl,lnks as you d('cm clpprOpntlt(' A return (postitg()-P41IJ) envt.l)opl' h.l~ bl·t'n prllVldt'd

BACK(~R()UKl)

Lndt'r \'irglntcl Law. " JbtlnctJon IS m,lde between those who prclctl((~ acrountlng a~ ))(t'nsed l"l'rtitu..d PUbltl
cHcount.1nts (-P/\\) ,lnd thu~t.' who prt)(. lU.l· wIlhoul such d license and d('slgn,ltlon (non-CrA'~LThl~Jistlr.l'th)n,WhKh
c.lrplt<.~~ to all who of fer ~1(.·lountlng, bookkeeping, tax preparatIon, and otht'r SUl h S('rVKCS, IS Jt'slgrH,J "to 41hJ the publu: In
dt.,tt:·rmlnlng the qUc1lihcallons of persons who give assurances on financial statf'ments."

Thl' law gnvl'rnlng the di~tlnctlon prevents non-ePA's from offenng their services unJl'r [t.'rtaln proft'sslon,ll tltltt5t,
f rorn uSing (.'(!rl,llll ,Hfountlng t('rms, and from performing certain ,1ccountlng fun(tlon~. Sp('dhcally, non-CPA\ .1ft'

, prohibJh'd by law trom: (1) referring to themselves In their prdctlCes ,1S "(,<,'rtdJPJ puhll(. iH.lounL1nt, (:1'/\, publH
,l(."l'ountclnl, PA, ("ertifll,J ilCC\.lUnt,lnt, CA, chartered accountant, licensed an:ounl,lnt, LA, r('gl~tt.·rcd ,1llount,lnt, RA.
Indl'pflndent (luditor or auditor", and (2) uSIng such terms In theIr practIces as "g<"nl' r,lJ1y i1((("ptt..d ,1CC()Untln~ PflJH Iplt.·~·'

or "stc1nd'lrds", '·publi.... ,In:ountancy standclrds" or "pnnclples", "generally aC("('pted auditing pnn'lpl(~~"or "stJnJ~lrJ~".

",lu(iit", "audit report", "indl'p(.lndent cludit/l, "attest", "attestatlon", ilexclmlne", "ex,lmln,1tlon", "uplnH.>n", or "".'Vlt'""·
Bp(clUSe of th<.' r('~tn(tlons on the terms which can be used by non-CPA's, th('y ,1rt' rrt.lV(·nt(~J t rom legally p(~rfornllng tht·
cl('tountlng fun(.'tllH1S cl~son..lted With these terms for the general public. Tht'se r('~trKtH.H1S, hUW('Vl'r, do not 'lppl)' tu
drrountlng ~ll"Vlrt.'s pl'rfOrml'd by InJivldu ..\ls directly for their emploY('rs or to tho~t, pt'rformt.td by gUVf!rnrnt.'nt
empl(lyt.)CS.

Sum(' ("Ialm th,lt th(' n:sln{'tlons und<"T prcsl~nt ),lW arp neC(\Ss..1ry to proh'ct Indivlduclls ~'ho ftll), on fln,1I1\.,,1
st,lt(!m('nts of (ld~('rs in nl,l~lng busln('s~ d~rlslons su",h ,15 b,lnk lo"n (JffKl'r~. Olh('r~ ,1rgU(' th,lt tht'!ll(' U~l'r~ 'H'C"J Ill' ~lH h
prot()('tlon ,lnd th,ll tht.· ('IH:orn~'hl~slng n,llun,' of the law makes It diffl(ult if not In)ro~~)bl.., for non·CP:\·~ It) prl)\'h,ic.·

a('(luntlng Sl'rVlCeS to thp public. And still others contend th,lt theSl) l'Onlpl't In~ Inh'r('~ts .lre n.'(onllL1bll' only thf\lU~h
,Hh:htlon,ll rt·gulatlon. 't our \,l('WS on th()s<.' and oth~r m,ltt()rS are Vll,ll In r('~ol\'lng tht.' 1~~Uc"~

A-l.3



SURVEY OF ACCOUNTING PROFESSIONALS
CONCERNING THE REGULATION OF ACCOUNTING

Q-l Is your fIrm's n1Jln offIce located outsIde \' A?

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-2 How bIg IS your fIrm In terms of the number of full-tIme workers employed In VA?

(1) 0 1-10 (2) 0 }]-50 (3) 0 51-200 (4) 0 over 200

Q-3 WhIch of the following are Included In the full-tIme workers In Q-2?

(1) 0 CPA's (2) 0 accountants (3) 0 bookkeepers

Q-4 Do you distInguIsh among the following types of accounting services: compilatIon, bookkeepIng,
reView, tax preparatIon, and audit::>

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-S If you answered /lyes" to Q-4, do you believe that different education and experience levels are
necessary to competently provIde such servIces?

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-6 If you answered "yes" to Q-5, rank (by filling In the blanks) the fIve servIces cited In Q-4 In terms of
most (]) through the least (5) education and experIence which you believe are necessary to
competently provIde such servIces:

(1) (2) (3) _

(4) (5) _

Q-7 Do you believe It 15 necessary for VA to regulate, to at least some degree, the prOVISion of any of the
five accounting services Cited In Q-4 to ensure that only those WIth certain education and
experIence levels can offer such servIces to the public::>

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-8 WhIch one of the fullowlng best describes the reason for your ans\ver to Q-7?

(}) 0 no regulJtlon IS necessary because free market forces and/or traditional legal remedies are
suffICIent to protect the consumIng public agaInst Incompetant or unethIcal
pr~[tl tloners.

(2) 0 son1e regulation IS necessary because free market forces and/or traditIonal legal remedies
are Insufficient to protect the consumIng public against Incompetent or unethical
practl tJoners.

(3)0 no regulation IS Justified because the resultIng costs to the public outweigh the benefIts.

(4) 0 sonl(' reguld tlon IS Justified because the resultIng benefits to the public outweigh the costs.

Q-9 If you a·nswered "yes" to Q-7, whIch one or more of the follOWIng servlcesdo you believe should be
regulated to at least some degree In VA?

(1) 0 compilation (2) 0 audit (3) 0 tax preparatIon

(4) 0 review (5) 0 bookkeeping
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Q-IO Ass u n11 ng t h() l ~ t )11H' r l)g ld.1 t I U n l) f t 1l l ~ ) U n tin ~~ vV dI ( () n tIn U l' tP pre \ .) II II) \' t\. r,) n k t hl' S{' f \' Il l' ~ II ~ tt, ,l
In Q--l (by filling In the bl(lnk~) In lcrrn::> ot the nllt~t ll) through the ll't1St (5, rc'gult1tlon "",hlch ypu
bclil've IS nl'reS~~1 ry

_________ (3)_(2)

________ (5) _

(1 ) _

~ )

Q-l1 Should present \' A law be changed to allow non-ePA's to use such tprn1S as "genprclJly ()ccpptpd
accountlngpnnclples" In theIr practices)

(1) 0 ye~ (2) 0 no

Q-12 V"hlCh one of the follovvlng best describes the reason for your answer to Q-l1 :

(1 ) 0 presen t 1(1 \V unJuly restrIcts the practIces of non-Cr ~'~.

(2) 0 presen t law IS neressa ry to protect those who rply on fInan(I(11 sta ten1en ts.

(3) 0 thp usc' of find reference to such princIples and stand(lrds IS essential In n10st accountIng
\vork ~v\'hether perfornled by CPA's or non-ePA's) and nppd not 11e('e~s,lriJy IJ11ply ,111

aSSULlnre about the reliability of fln,111cl,11 statements.

(4) 0 the usp of c1 nd referpncp to such prlncsples .) nd sta nlLl rds, by t hel r very n(l t u re, In1 pi i{'~ t. ~

,ls~ur(ln(('about the reliability of financial statemt'nts and, ther(lfort.', should he limited
to CPo\'s.

Q-13 \\louIJ you Llvor fegul,ltlon of non-CPA's, such as a licenSIng rl'qulfl'nlpnt sIn1iltlr but not netl'~s,lrily

Identl<:,ll to the lill'nslng of CPA's, as a prerequIsIte to non-CrA's being able to use such t('rn1~ ,l~

"gl'npr~llly .1lCCpl('J accounting pnnclples":'

(1) 0 \'l'~ (2) 0 no

Q-14 :\ssun1Ing th,1 t licenSIng of non-Cr ~'s was a requlren1ent befure they could use the t(lrn1 "g('nPLllly
accepted (1ccountlng princIples", which one or nlore of the followIng describes the licensing
requi feJ11l'n ts t h1 t you deelll necessary:'

(1 ) 0 t1 4-Yl'a r ,1crountlllg dl'gree from an ()ccredited university or college

(2) 0 the degre(' Indic,ltpd In ll) plus suffICIent (OUrSf'~ )n business, f'COn(01)(5, (In£.1 tlll,lnCl'

(3) 0 P~l~~llg(' ,,)t lin eXclnllnc1tlon adnlinistered by the St.lte

( --1 ) 0 \'\' II r k. III t hl' f} (' Jd 0 f cl CC()un t ]n g for 0 n eye() r 0 r m 0 r t'

(5) 0 a continuing education requirement In accounting, business, economICS, and fllltlnre

Q-15 Should prcsen t \ t\ L1V\, be rhc:lnged to allow non-CrA's to U~P the tern1 l'rpVI('\V" and to Issue r"VIl'\\'
r('port~ WIth r('~p('tt tll hn,lncI,ll staten1ents they have pr('p,lred:

{I)O y('~ (2)0 no

Q-]b If you c1n~werl'd "yes" to Q-15, which one or more of the follOWing describes the reason for your
response:

(1) 0 pre~<.'11 t law unduly restricts the practices of non-CPA's.

(2) 0 present Idw IS necessary to protect those who rely on financial statements.

(3) 0 a reVIl'vV differs frorn an audit In that It may Involve less complex accountIng services and
only linllted assurance

(4) 0 () r l' \' Il' W 1S sin, i Itl r to,) n auditin t hat It may In\'0 I\'e con1 pie x a c (0u n tIn g Sl' r \' I(e ~ ,1 n J
~ u b~ t t1 n t 1(11 ass u ran r f'
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Q- I --; \\'ould VPll Ll \'{)r f('g Utl t Hln ot nun-CP1\ '~J ~\h. h ,IS tht~ lic(~nslng lnJil',l ted III Q. 13, (lS ,1 pr('r('qUJ~1 t t' to

n(ln-C-P~\'~ being ,1bl(' hl liSt.' the terll1 "rl·\·Jt'~·" flnJ Issue rl'\'l('y\' r('port~~

( 1) 0 y('~ (2) 0 J-10

Q-lS :\ssun11ng thLlt licensing of non-C'PA's \,',lS ,1 f£'qulf£lment before they coulJ use tht, tern1"reVIP\\," or
lS~l1{, re\'IC\V rl'pdfts, which Ollt) or n10fl' of the Iicl1nslng requlrem(lnts IistC'd In Q-14 do you dl'pn1

n(,((,55,1 ry "'I

(1) 0 (2)0 (3)0 (4)0 (5)0

Q-lq Should present \':-\ law be changed to c.'tBow non-ePA's to use professlonc.ll tItles, such as public
,1l'(l)UnLlnt, as long as they do not use the title of certified public ,lccllu.ntant?

(1) 0 yes (2) 0 no

Q-20 Would vou favor r(~gul"tl()nof non-CPA's, such as the li<.'enslng requlr('ment Indicated In Q-13, as a
prl)rt)"qulslte to their being 'lble to use professlon..,ltltles such as public accountant'

( 1) 0 Y<')~ C!) 0 no

Q-21 Assunllng tha t licensIng of non-ePA's w"s a requlr{lnlent before they rouJd use profeSSional titles,
Y\,hJch Ol1l.) or more of the licensing requIrements listed in Q-14 do you deem necessclry'

(1)0 (2)0 (3)0 (4)0 (5)0
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SURVEY OF BUSINFSSES CXH:ERNIN3
'!HE ROOULATION OF ACCOONTDG

RESULTS OF ALL BUSINFSSES VS. 1ST 675

Q-1. Is your firm a subsidiary· of a ca:npany headquartered outside VA?
1st 675 All Business

Answered Yes - 25, 3.7% 114, 3.8%
Answered No - 649, 96.3% 2,880, 96.2%

Q-2. Is your firm involved in providing accounting services to the plblic?
1st 675 All Business

Answered Yes - 15, 2.3% 69, 2.3%
Answered No - 659, 97.7% 2,932, 97.7%

Q-3. If you answered "no" to Q-2, which one of the following best
describes the business of your firm?

1st 675
Retail Trade - 179, 28.2%
Wholesale Trade - 44, 6.9%
Manufacturing 48, 7 .6%
Legal Services 14, 2.2%
Health Services - 53, 8.3%
Financial 17, 2.7%
Other - 280, 44.1%

All Business
833, 29.7%
184, 6.6%
175, 6.3%

82, 2.9%
217, 7.7%

78, 2.8%
1,232, 44.0%

Q-4. How big is your firm in terms of the number of full-time w:>rkers
employed in VA?

1-10
11-50
51-200
Over 200

1st 675
- 459, 68.9%
- 147, 22.1%

36, 5.4%
24, 3.6%

All Business
2,087, 70.6%

625, 21.1%
165, 5.6%

80, 2.7%

Q-5. Which of the following are included in the full-tirre workers in Q-4?

1st 675 All Business
CPA'S - 37, 5.0% 151, 4.6%
Accountants - 88, 11.9% 317, 9.7%
Bookkeepers - 299, 40.6% 1,265 - 38.5%
No accounting ~sonne1 - 313, 42.5% 1,548, 47.2%

Q-6. To neet your firm's internal accounting needs, do you retain ootside
bookkeepers, accountants, or CPA I s?

1st 675
Answered Yes - 523, 77.8%
Answered No - 149, 22.2%

All Business
2,318, 77.6%

670, 22.4%
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Q-15. Assuming that sare regulation of accounting will continue to prevail
in VA, rank the services listed in Q-9 (~ filling in the blanks) in
terms of the most (1) through least (5) regulation which you believe
is necessary.
1st 675

Audit Bookkeeping Canpiliation Taxes Review Total
~st 1 277 22 9 197 9 514

2 152 45 20 187 95 499
3 33 65 94 55 222 469
4 28 144 155 50 80 457

Least 5 16 182 173 14 66 451
'roTAL 5U"6" 45lr 1ST su:r 7fTZ 2,390

All Businesses
Audit Bookkeeping Canpiliation Taxes Review Total

~t 1 1,239 98 50 885 48 2,320
2 661 201 143 802 438 2,245
3 176 360 375 277 946 2,134
4 105 641 686 237 415 2,084

Least 5 97 794 817 60 286 2,054
'!UrAL 2,278 2,094 2,071 2,261 2,133 10,837

Responses interpreted as follows: Reading across - no. of tirres a
service received a particular ranking. Reading down - no. of tines a
particular service was ranked.

Q-16. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-CPA' s to use such terms
as "generally accepted accounting principles" in their practices?

1st 675
Answered Yes - 253, 40.2%
Answered No - 377, 59.8%

All Business
1,090, 38.9%
1,715, 61.1%

Q-17. Which one of the following best describes the reason for your answer
to Q-16?

(1) Present law unduly restricts the practices of non-cPA's.
1st 675 - 74, 12.2% .All Businesses - 384, 14.3%

(2) Present law is necessary to protect those who rely on
financial statements.
1st 675 - 132, 21.8% All Businesses - 589, 22.0%

(3) '!he use of and reference to such principles and standards is
essential in most accounting work (whether performed ~ CPA's or
non-CPA's) and need not necessarily imply an assurance about the
reliability of financial statements.
1st 675 - 180, 29.8% All Businesses - 696, 26.0%

( 4) The use of and reference to such principles and standards, by
their very nature, implies an assurance about the reliability of
financial statements and, therefore, should m limited to CPA's.
1st 675 - 219, 36.2% All Businesses - 1,008, 37.7%

A-20



Q-18. V«,)uld you favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as a licensing
requirement sindlar but not necessarily identical to the licensing of
CPA'S, as a prerequisite to non-CPA's being able to use such terms as
"generally accepted accounting principles"?

1st 675
Answered Yes - 380, 59.8%
Answered No - 255, 40.2%

All Business
1,674, 59.4%
1,144, 40.6%

Q-19. Assuming that licensing of non-cPA' s was a requirenent before they
could use the tenn "generally accepted accounting principles", which
one or more of the following describes the licensing requirements
that you dean necessary?

(1 ) a 4-year accounting degree from an accredited university or
college.
1st 675* - 221, 17.3% All Businesses* - 977, 17.7%

(2) the degree indicated in (1) plus sufficient courses in business,
econanics, and finance.
1st 675* - 128, 10.0% All Businesses* - 525, 9.5%

(3) passage of an examination administered by the state.
1st 675* - 290, 22.7% All Businesses* - 1,229, 22.2%

(4) work in the field of accounting for one year or more.
1st 675* - 374, 29.3% All Businesses* - 1,680, 30.4%

(5) a continuing education requirement in accounting, business,
econanics, and finance.
1st 675* - 265, 20.7% All Businesses* - 1,118, 20.2%

Q-20. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA' s to use the term
"revieYl" and to issue review reports with respect to financial
statements they have prepared?

1st 675
Answered Yes - 246, 40.5%
Answered No - 361, 59.5%

All Business
1,071, 39.6%
1,632, 60.4%

Q-21. W1ich one or more of the following describes the reason for your
response to Q-20?

(1) present law unduly restricts the practices of non-cPA' s.
1st 675* - 89, 13.8% All Businesses* - 439, 15.6%

(2) present law is necessary to protect those who rely on
financial statements.
1st 675* - 215, 33.4% All Businesses* - 966, 34.2%

(3) a review differs fran an audit in that it nay involve less
canp1ex accolmting services and only limited assurance.
1st 675* - 176, 27.4% All Businesses* - 706, 25.0%
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(4) a review is similar to an audit in that it may involve canplex
accounting services and substantial assurance.
1st 675* - 163, 25.3% All Businesses* - 712, 25.2%

Q-22. VbUld you favor regulation of non-cPA' s, such as the licensing
indicated in Q-18, as a prerequisite to non-CPA' s being able to use
the term "review" and issue review reports?

1st 675
Answered Yes - 364, 60.9%
Answered No - 234, 39.1%

All Business
1,646, 62.0%
1,013, 38.0%

Q-23. Assuming that licensing of non-CPA' s was a requirememt before they
could use the tenn "review" or issue review reports, which one or
more of the licensing requirements listed in Q-19 do you dean
necessary?

1st 675*
(1) - 229, 19.4%
(2) - 146, 12.4%
(3) - 258, 21.9%
(4) - 322, 27.3%
(5) - 223, 18.9%

All Business*
952, 19.1%
565, 11.3%
1,093, 21.9%
1,442, 28.9%
931, 18.7%

Q-24. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA' s to use
professional titles, such as public accountant, as long as they do
not use the title of certified public accountant?

1st 675
Answered Yes - 249, 39.0%
Answered No - 385, 61.0%

All Business
1,143, 41.0%
1,644, 59.0%

Q-25. Vblld you favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as the licensing
requirement indicated in Q-18, as a prerequisite to them being able
to use professional titles such as public accountant?

1st 675
Answered Yes - 404, 66.3%
Answered No - 205, 33. 7%

All Business
1,818, 66.9%

901, 33.15

Q-26. Assuming that licensing of non-cPA' s was a requirement before they
could use professional titles, which one or rrore of the licensing
requirememts listed in Q-19 do you deem necessary?

1st 675*
(1) - 248, 19.6%
(2) - 150, 11.9%
(3) - 269, 21.3%
(4) - 347, 27.5%
(5) - 250, 19.7%

All Business*
1,037, 19.7%

577, 10.9%
1,141, 21.6%
1,528, 28.9%
1,001, 18.9%

* Percentages ta.sed on the total number of responses rather than the
number of persons responding.
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SURVEY OF BUSINF.SSgg~
'!HE REbULATlOO OF KXnJNrIN:;

RFSULTS OF 1ST 675
canparison of '!hose Businesses '!hat Responded '!hey

Distinguished Between Accounting Services
and Total Business Responses

Q-12. Do yoo relieve it is necessary for VA to regulate, to at least sare
degree, the provision of any of the five accamting services cited in
Q-9 to ensure that a1l.y those with certain a:1ucation and experience
levels can offer such services to the plblic?

Total Distinguished
Answera:1 Yes - 454, 68.6% 343, 74.6%
Answera:1 No - 208, 31.4% 117, 25.4%
No Answer - 13 5

Q-13. Wlich roe of the following rest describes the reason for yoor answer
to Q-12?

(1) No regulation is necessary because free market forces and/or
traditional legal remedies are sufficient to protect the consuming
public against incarpetent or unethical practitioners.
Total - 147, 22.7% Distinguished - 91, 20.0%

(2) Sare regulation is necessary because free market forces and/or
traditional legal remedies are insufficient to protect the consuming
public against incarpetent or unethical practitioners.
Total - 316, 48.8% Distinguished - 230, 50.5%

(3) No regulation is justified b=cause the resulting cx>sts to the
public Oltweigh the renefits.
Total - 48, 7.4% Distinguisha:1 - 24, 5.3%

(4) Sare regulation is justified b:cause the resulting benefits to
the public outweigh the costs.
Total - 137,21.1% Distinguished - 110, 24.2%

Q-14. If yal answera:1 "yes" to Q-12, which ooe or rrore of the follCMing
services do yro relieve should be regulata:1 to at least sorre degree
in VA?

of those who answered Yes to Q-12:Responses

Carpilation
AUdit
Tax Preparation
Review
Bookkeeping

Total* Distinguisha:1 *
- 82, 8.1% 59, 7.6%
- 354, 35.1% 281, 36.4%
- 360, 35.7% 273, 35.4%
- 150, 14.9% 124, 16.15
- 62, 6.2% 35, 4.5%
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Q-16. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA's to use such terms
as "generally accepted accalnting principles" in their practices?

Total Distinguished
Answered Yes - 253, 40.2% 182, 41.2%
Answered No - 377, 59.8% 260, 58.8%

Q-17. W:1ich me of the follCMing ~st describes the reason for your answer
to Q-16?

Responses of those who answered Q-16:

(1) Present law unduly restricts the practices of non-cPA's.
TOtal - 74, 12.2% Distinguished - 49, 11.5%

(2) Present law is necessary to protect those who rely an
financial statements.
TOtal - 132, 21.8% Distinguished - 82, 19.3%

(3) The use of and reference to such principles and standards is
essential in most accounting work (whether performed l¥ CPA I S or
non-CPA's) and need not necessarily inply an assurance about the
reliability of financial statements.
TOtal - 180, 29.8% Distinguished - 127, 29.9%

(4) The use of and reference to such principles and standards, by
their very nature, inplies an assurance about the reliability of
financial statements and, therefore, should be limited to CPA's.
TOtal - 219, 36.2% Distinguished - 167, 39.3%

Q-18. ~ld ycu favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as a licensing
requ.irerrent similar but not necessarily identical to the licensing of
CPA's, as a prerequisite to non-ePA's ooing able to use such tenns as
"generally accepted accoonting principles"?

Total Distinguished
Answered Yes - 380, 59.8% 262, 59.1%
Answered No - 255, 40.2% 181, 40.9%

Q-20. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA' s to use the term
"revieN" and to issue review reports with respect to financial
statements they have prepared?

Total Distinguished
Answered Yes - 246, 40.5% 172, 39.45
Answered No - 361, 59.5% 264, 60.6%
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Q-21. W1ich one or rrore of the following describes the .,reason for your
response to Q-20?

(1) present law unduly restricts the practices of non-cPA's.
Tbtal*- 89, 13.8% Distinguished*- 59, 12.8%

(2) present law is necessary to protect those who rely on
financial statements.
Total*- 215, 33.4% Distinguished*- 142, 30.7%

(3) a review differs fran an audit in that it nay involve less
carplex aCcalnting services and only limited assurance.
TOtal*- 176, 27.4% Distinguished*- 131, 28.4%

(4) a review is similar to an audi t in that it may involve carplex
accounting services and substantial assurance.
Tbtal*- 163, 25.3% Distinguished~ 130, 28.1%

Q-22. VOUld yoo favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as the licensing
indicated in Q-18, as a prer~site to non-CPA's being able to use
the term "review" and issue review reports?

Total Distinguished
Answered Yes - 364, 60.9% 266, 62.4%
Answered No - 234, 39.1% 160, 37.6%

Q-24. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-CPA' s to use
professional titles, such as public acca.mtant, as long as they do
not use the title of certified plblic accountant?

Answered Yes
Answered No

Total
- 249, 39.0%
- 385, 61.0%

Distinguished
173, 39.1%
270, 60.9%

Q-25. w:>uld you favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as the licensing
requi.rerrent indicated in Q-18, as a prerequisite to them being able
to use professional titles such as public accountant?

Answered Yes
Answered No

Total
- 404, 66.3%
- 205, 33.7%

Distinguished
291, 67.5%
140, 32.5%

* Percentages based on the total ntnnber of responses rather
than on the number of persons responding.
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SURVEY OF BUSINESSES <XN:ERN:m:i
THE REGUIATION OF N.XXXJNr~

RESULTS OF 1ST 675
carprrison of large Business Res~ts

and Total Business Respondants

Q-5. Which of the following are includErl in the full-tiITE v-urkers in Q-4?

Total
CPA's - 37, 5.0%
Accalntants - 88, 11.9%
Bookkeepers - 299, 40.6%
No accounting personnel - 313, 42.5%

Large Businesses
11, 11.8%
37, 39.8%
42, 45.2%
3, 3.2%

Q-6. To rreet yarr firm I s internal accounting neerls, do yoo retain Oltside
oookkeepers, accountants, or CPA I 5?

Answered Yes
Answered No

Total
- 523, 77.8%
- 149, 22.2%

Large Businesses
44, 73.3%
16, 26. 7%

Q-7 . If yoo answered "yes" to Q-6, which of the following do yOl retain?

Bookkeepers
Accoontants
CPA's

Total
- 49, 8.7%
- Ill, 19.6%
- 406, 71.7%

Large Businesses
1, 2.3%
2, 4.5%

41, 93.2%

Q-8. Which one or more of the following oost describes the quality and
cost of the accounting services available in the general vicinity of
yarr office?

Quality is crlequate and cost is reasonable.
Quality is adequate but cost is high.
Quality coold b= better but cost is reasonable.
<:uality coold b= b=tter and cost is high.
No basis to judge.

Quality is crlequate and cost is reasonable.
Quali~y is adequate but cost is high.
Quality coold te tetter but cost is reasonable.
<:uality coold re better and cost is high.
No basis to judge.

Total
- 331, 49.4%
- 174, 26.0%
- 36, 5.4%
- 32, 4.8%
- 97, 14.5%

Large Businesses
- 31, 52.6%
- 17, 28.8%

3, 5.1%
2, 3.4%
6, 10.2%

~/ Large business is defined as more than 50 employees.
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Q-9 . [X) yoo distinguish arrong the following types of accoonting services:
canpilation, oookkeeping, revieYl, tax preparation, and audit?

Answered Yes
Answered No

Total
- 465, 70.0%
- 199, 30.0%

Large Businesses
54, 90.0%
6, 10.0%

Q-IO. If yOl answered "yes" to Q-9, do yOl ~lieve that different education
and experience levels are necessary to corrpetently provide such
services?

Responses of those who anslNered Yes toQ-lO:
Total Large Businesses

Yes - 431, 93.5% 51, 94.4%
No - 30, 6.5% 3, 5.6%

Q-12. Do yoo oolieve it is necessary for VA to regulate, to at least sane
degree, the provision of any of the five accamtillC1 services cited in
Q-9 to ensure that ooly those with certain education and experience
levels can offer such services to the p.1blic?

Answered Yes
Answered No

Total
- 454, 68.6%
- 208, 31.4%

Large. Businesses
44, 66.7%
16, 33.3%

Q-14. If yoo answered "yes" to Q-12, which ooe or rrore of the following
services do yOl believe should te regulated to at least sone degree
in VA?

those who anslNered YesResponses of

Compilation
Audit
Tax Preparation
Review
Bookkeeping

Total*
- 82, 8.1%
- 354, 35.1%
- 360, 35.7%
- 150, 14.9%
- 62, 6.2%

to Q-12:
Large Businesses*

11, 10.3%
42, 39.3%
32, 29.9%
21, 19.6%
1, 0.9%

Q-16. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA's to use such terms
as "generally accepted accOlnting principles" in their practices?

Total
Answered Yes - 253, 40.2%
Answered No - 377., 59.8%

Large Businesses
28, 46.7%
32, 53.3%

Q-l8. w:>uld yoo favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as a licensing
requirenent similar but not necessarily identical to the licensing of
CPA's, as a prerequisite to non-cPA's ooing able to use such terms as
"generally accepted accounting principles"?

Answered Yes
Answered No

Total
- 380, 59.8%
- 255, 40.2%
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Q-19. Assuming that licensing of non-cPA's was a requirane~t before they
could use the term "generally accepted acco.mtingpr inciples", which
one or more of the following describes the licensing requirements
that ycu dean necessary?

(1) a 4-year accoonting degree fran an accredited university or
coll~e.

Total - 221, 17.3% Large Businesses*- 25, 17.1%

(2) the degree indicated in (1) plus sufficient COlrses in business,
econanics, and finance.
Total*- 128, 10.0% Large Businesses*- 16, 11.0%

(3) rassage of an examination administered l:1j the state.
Total - 290, 22.7% Large Businesses*- 32, 21.9%

(4) v-ork in the field of accounting for one year or more.
Total*- 374, 29.3% Large Businesses*- 42, 28.8%

(5 ) a continuing Erlucation requirement in accoonting, business,
econanics, and finance.
Total ~ 265, 20.7% Large Businesses*- 31, 21.2%

Q-20. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA' s to use the term
"review" and to issue review reports wi th respect to financial
stat~nts they have prepared?

Answered Yes
Answered No

Total
- 246, 40.5%
- 361, 59.5%

Large Businesses
24, 40.7%
35, 59.3%

Q-22. VDuld yoo favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as the licensing
indicated in Q-18, as a prerequisite to non-CPA's being able to use
the tenn "review" and issue review reports?

Answered Yes
Answered No

Total
- 364, 60.9%
- 234, 39.1%

Large Businesses
33, 60.0%
22, 40.0%

Q-24. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA I s to use
professional titIes I such as public accoontant, as long as they do
not use the title of certified public accountant?

Answered Yes
Answered No

Total
- 249, 39.0%
- 385, 61.0%
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Q-25. Vbuld yoo favor regulation of non-cPA' s, such as .the licensing
requirement indicated in ~18, as a prerequisite to them being able
to use professional titles such as public accountant?

Answered. Yes
Answered. No

Total
- 404, 66.3%
- 205, .33.7%

Large Businesses
37, 62.7%
22, 37.3%

* Percentages based. on the total number of responses rather tban the
number of persons responding.
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SURVEY OF BUSINESSES~
THE REX:iUIATION (F N:XXlJNI'IN:i

RFSULTS OF REMA.ILED WSINESS SURVEYS (1-90)

Q-l. Is your firm a subsidiary of a carpany headquartered ootside VA?

Answered Yes - 3, 3.3%
Answered No - 87, 96. 7%
No Answer - 0

Q-2. Is your firm involved in providing accounting services to the PJ.blic?

Answered Yes - 3, 3.3%
Answered No - 87, 96.7%
No Answer - 0

Q-3. If yoo answered fino" to Q-2, which me of the following rest
describes the business of your finm?

Retail Trade - 16, 19.8%
~olesale Trade - 7, 8.6%
Manufacturing 5, 6.2%
Legal Services 2, 2.5%
Health Services - 5, 6.2%
Financial 4, 4.9%
Other - 42, 51.8%
N:> Answer 6

Q-4 • How big is your firm in terms of the number of full-tine v.orkers
employed in VA?

1-10
11-50
51-200
Over 200
No Answer -

58, 65.2%
24, 27.0%
5, 5.6%
2, 2.2%
1

Q-5. Which of the following are includoo in the full-tine w::>rkers in Q-4?

CPA's - 3, 3.1%
Accountants - 8, 8.2%
Bookkeepers - 45, 45.9%
No accounting personnel - 42, 42.9%

Q-6. To rreet your firm's internal accoonting neerls, do yoo retain Clltside
l:x:>okkeepers, accoontants, or CPA's?

Answered Yes - 73, 81.1%
Answered No - 17, 18.9%
NJ :Answer - 0
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Q-7. If yoo answered "yes n to Q-6, which of the following do yoo retain?

Bookkeeper~

Accountantff
CPA's *
No Answer *

- 5, 6.5%
- 14, 18.2%
- 58, 75.3%
- 0

Q-8. Which ooe or more of the following rest describes the quality and
cost of the accounting services available in the general vicinity of
yoor office?

Quality is crla:IUate and cost is reasonable.
CUality is ala:IUate but cost is high.
QJality COlld l::e better b.lt cost is reasonable.
Quality COlld be bet.ter and cost is high.
lb l:asis to judge.
N:> Answer

- 37, 42.0%
- 30, 34.1%
- 5, 5.7%
- 5, 5.7%
- 11, 12.5%
- 2

Q-9. Do you distinguish among the following types of accOlnting services:
canpilation, bookkeeping, review, tax preparation, and audit?

Answered Yes
Answered No
No Answer

- 65, 72.2%
- 25, 27.8%
- 0

Q-10. If yoo answered "yes" to Q-9, do yal I:Elieve that different education
and experience levels are necessary to conpetently provide such
services?

Responses of those who answered Yes to Q-10:
Yes - 59, 92.2%
N:> - 5, 7.8%
J:b Answer - 1

Q-12. Do you b21ieve it is necessary for VA to regulate, to at least sane
degree, the provision of any of the five accounting services cited in
Q-9 to ensure that ooly those with certain education and experience
levels can offer such services to the r;:ublic?

Answered Yes
Answered No
No Answer

- 57, 64.0%
- 32, 36.0%
- 1

Q-13. Wlich me of the follOYling best describes the reason for yoor answer
to Q-12?

(1) No regulation is necessary because free narket forces and/or
traditional legal renedies are sufficient to protect the consuming
public against incompetent or unethical ~actitioners.

16, 18.2%
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- 10, 8.0%
46, 36.8%
43, 34.4%
16, 12.8%
10, 8.0%

(2) Sane rt2gUlation is necessary because free rrarket forces and/or
traditional legal remedies are insufficient to pr()tect the consuming
public against incarpetent or unethical practitioners.
35, 39.8%

(3) No regulation is justified tEcause the resulting costs to the
public outweigh the benefits.
12, 13.6%

(4) Some regulation is justified tEcause the resulting benefits to
the p.1blic O1tweigh the cx:>sts.
25, 28.4%

No Answer - 1

Q-14. If you answered "yes" to Q-12, which me or more of the following
services do yoo believe should b= regulatErl to at least sorre degree
in VA?

Responses of those who answered Yes to Q-12:*
Compilation
Audit
Tax preparation
Review
Bookkeeping
No Answer

Q-16. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-CPA's to use such tenns
as "generally accepted accoonting principles" in their practices?

Answered Yes
Answered No
No Answer

- 28, 32.2%
- 59, 67.8%
- 3

Q-17. Wlich me of the following tEst describes the reason for yarr answer
to Q-16?

Responses of those who answered Q-16:

(1) Present law unduly restricts the practices of non-CPAIS.

7, 8.0%

(2) Present law is necessary to protect those who rely on
financial statements.
18, 20.7%

(3) The use of and reference to such principles and standards is
essential in most acccunting work <whether performed !¥ CPA's or
non-CPA' s) and need. not necessarily imply an assurance about the
reliability of financial statements.
21, 24.1%
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(4) The use of and reference to such principles and standards, by
their very nature, implies an assurance about the reliability of
financial statements and, therefore, shoold b= limited to CPA's.
41, 47.1%

No Answer - 0

Q-18. w:>uld you favor regulation of non-cPA' s, such as a licensing
requirenent similar but not necessarily identical to the licensing of
CPA'S, as a prerequisite to non-cPA's ooing able to use such terms as
"generally accepted accounting principles"?

Answered Yes - 61, 68.5%
Answered No -28, 31.5%
N:> Answer - 1

Q-19. Assuming that licensing of non-cPA' S was a requirement before they
could use the term "generally accepted accamting principles", which
one or more of the follO\\1ing describes the licensing requirements
that you dean necessary? *

(1) a 4-year accounting degree fran an accredited university or
college.
37, 19.5%

(2) the degree indicated in (1) plus sufficient courses in business,
econcmics, and finance.
22, 11.6%

(3) passage of an examination crlministered t¥ the state.
67, 35.3%

(4) work in the field of accounting for me year or rrore.
35, 18.4%

(5) a continuing education requirement in accounting, business,
econcmics, and finance.
29, 15.2%

Q-20. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA' s to use the term
"revieN''' and to issue review reports with respect to financial
statements they have prepared?

Answered Yes - 37, 43.5%
Answered No - 48, 56.5%
tb Answer - 5

Q-21. vnich ooe or roore of the following describes the reason for yarr
response to Q-20?

(1) present law unduly restricts the practices of non-cPA's.
11, 12.1%
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(2) present law is necessary to protect those who rely on
financial statements.
28, 30.8%

(3) a review differs fran an audit in that it may involve less
complex accounting services and only lirrdted assurance.
31, 34.1%

(4) a review is similar to an audi t in that it rray involve carplex
accounting services and substantial assurance.
21, 23.1%

Q-22. W::>uld you favor regulation of non-cPA IS, such as the licensing
indicated in Q-18, as a prerequisite to non-CPA I s being able to use
the tenn "review" and issue review reports?

Answered Yes
Answered No
N:> Answer

- 62, 72.9%
- 23, 27.1%
- 5

Q-23. Assuming that licensing of non-cPA I s was a r~irernent before they
could use the term "review" or issue revieY1 reports, which one or
more of the licensing r~irements listed in Q-19 do you deem
necessary?*

(1) - 35, 18.8%
(2) - 27, 14.5%
(3) - 62, 33.3%
(4) - 33, 17.7%
(5) - 29, 15.7%
N:> Answer - 0

Q-24. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA I s to use
professional titles, such as public accamtant, as long as they do
not use the title of certified public accountant?

Answered Yes
Answered No
No Answer

- 37, 41.1%
- 53, 58.9%
- 0

Q-25. w:>uld you favor regulation of non-cPA' s, such as the licensing
r~irerrent indicated in Q-18, as a prerequisite to them being able
to use ~ofessional titles such as public accountant?

Answered Yes
Answered No
rb Answer

- 67, 76.1%
- 21, 23.9%
- 2
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Q-26. Assuming that licensing of non-cPA' S was a requirement before they
could use professional titles, which one or nore of the licensing
requirements listed in Q-19 do you deem necessary?

(1) - 41, 21.7%
(2) - 21, 11.7%
(3) - 67, 35.4%
(4) - 30, 15.9%
(5) - 30, 15.9%

* Percentages based on the total number of responses rather than
on the number of J?ersons responding.
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SURVEY CF BUSINFSSES CONCERNING
THE REGUlATION CF ACCOONTING

RESULTS <F 1ST 675
Canparison of Results by Geographic Area*/

OVERA.LL
SURVEY CENTRAL VALLEY NORTHERN SOOTHSIDE SOOTHWEST TIDEWATER

# of Responses 675 130 89 190 100 23 137

Q5. (1) CPA 5.0% 4.9% 1.1% 7.1% 4.1% 4.5% 4.5%
(2) Account. 11.9% 11.2% 10.6% 13.6% 7.1% 13.6% 13.6%
(3) Bookk. 40.6% 43.3% 52.1% 34.7% 38.8% 45.5% 38.7%
(4) None 42.5% 40.6% 36.2% 44.6% 50.0% 36.4% 43.2%

Q6. Yes 77.8% 76.7% 72.7% 76.2% 80.0% 73.9% 82.5%
No 22.2% 23.3% 27.3% 23.8% 20.0% 26.1% 17.5%

Q7. (1) Bookk. 8.7% 7.4% 8.4% 8.0% 11.9% 11.1% 8.6%
(2) Accoont. 19.6% 14.8% 15.5% 20.8% 22.6% 11.1% 22.4%
(3) CPA 71.7% 77.8% 76.1% 71.2% 65.5% 77.8% 69.0%

Q8. (1) Quality is crlequate and cost is reasonable.
(2) Quality is crlequate but cost is high.
(3) Quality ea.tld ~ better rot cost is reasonable.
(4) Quality cCllld be better and cost is high.
(5) No basis to judge.

(1) 49.4% 47.7% 54.0% 47.6% 54.5% 56.5% 46.0%
(2) 26.0% 24.6% 24.1% 29.6% 21.2% 8.7% 29.2%
(3) 5.4% 6.1% 11.5% 3.2% 1.0% 8.7% 5.8%
(4) 4.8% 3.1% 2.3% 4.2% 5.1% 4.4% 8.8%
(5) 14.5% 18.5% 8.1% 15.4% 18.2% 21.7% 10.2%

Q9. Yes 70.0% 72.1% 76.1% 69.0% 64.6% 69.6% 69.6%
No 30.0% 27.9% 23.9% 31.0% 35.4% 30.4% 30.4%

QIO. Yes 93.5% 98.9% 94.1% 94.4% 87.3% 87.5% 90.4%
No 6.5% 1.1% 5.9% 5.6% 12.79% 12.5% 9.6%

Q12. Yes 68.6% 78.3% 61.6% 69.7% 65.3% 54.5% 65.9%
No 31.4% 21.7% 38.4% 30.3% 34.7% 45.5% 34.1%

Q14. (1) canpil. 8.1% 8.3% 8.6% 8.5% 8.0% 7.1% 6.7%
(2) Audit 35.1% 35.6% 36.2% 34.8% 32.6% 39.3% 35.1%
(3) Tax Pr. 35.7% 33.9% 34.5% 36.9% 37.6% 39.3% 35.1%
(4) Review 14.9% 16.5% 16.4% 13.0% 13.8% 10.7% 17.0%
(5) Bookk. 6.2% 5.7% 4.3% 6.8% 8.0% 3.6% 6.1%
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OVERALL
SURVEY CENTRAL VALLEY NORrHERN Sa.JTHSIDE SaJTHWEST TIDEWATER

Q16. Yes 40.2% 36.1% 42.7% 38.5% 43.2% 50.0% 42.4%
No 59.8% 63.9% 57.3% 61.5% 56.8% 50.0% 57.6%

Q18. Yes 59.8% 62.7% 57.5% 57.2% 54.6% 66.7% 64.6%
No 40.2% 37.3% 42.5% 42.8% 45.4% 33.3% 35.4%

Q20. Yes 40.5% 34.8% 44.4% 41.1% 42.9% 42.9% 41.7%
No 59.5% 65.2% 55.6% 58.9% 57.1% 57.1% 58.3%

Q22. Yes 60.9% 58.4% 57.9% 58.9% 61.5% 65.0% 66.7%
No 39.1% 41.6% 42.1% 41.1% 38.5% 35.0% 33.3%

Q24. Yes 39.0% 30.3% 43.4% 41.6% 39.8% 45.5% 42.1%
No 61.0% 69.7% 56.6% 58.4% 60.2% 54.5% 57.9%

Q25. Yes 66.3% 62.3% 68.8% 68.2% 69.8% 50.0% 65.0%
No 33.7% 37.7% 31.2% 31.8% 30.2% 50.0% 35.0%

Notes: (1) 6 zip cxrles unknown in the 675 subgroup so total for the geographic
areas is 669.

(2) percentages for overall survey exclude responses of those who ~e
not supposed to answer certain questions.
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I k ~1"it:C.-Ulull LIt-' lIVUi: IVIAt-'

VIRGINIA

TIDEWATER: 233, 234, 235, 236, 237, 238

SOUTHSIDE: 239, 240, 241, 245

SOUTHWEST: 242, 243, 246

VALLEY: 226, 227, 228, 229, 244

NORTHERN VIRGINIA: 220, 221, 222, 223

CENTRAL: 224, 225, 230, 231, 232

NORTHERN VIRGINIA

06

LEGEND:
• A .ectlonal center which ••rve••••oelate post oHlce. within that thr••-dlglt ZIP Code .re8•
• A city which has be.n assigned Ita own thre••dlglt ZIP Code but which Is not 8 s.ctlonal center, unl•••

denoted also with ••

Ixxx I - Indlcat•• thr••-dlglt postmark u••d for thr....dlglt are8.

NOTE: This map provide. an approximation of the service are. of .ach .ectlonal center facility. Consult
Section 3 of this Directory for specific Information.

COPYRIGHT-U.S. POSTAL SERVICE 198/

A-38



UNSOLICITED COMMENTS FROM SURVEYS OF BUSINESS USERS

Ques. No.

Q-9.

Q-lO.

Q-12.

Comment

"Why have you omitted cost accounting? This is the
most important field in manufacturing."

"However, the education is interwoven in all areas;
keep the VA CPA exam as a professional standard.
From this CPA profession, customer can choose person
for each type job."

"This is a leading question and not answerable by a
yes or no!"

Q-l2. "Yes and No.
CPA's."

only by examination and licensing for

Q-12.

Q-l2.

Q-l3.

Q-13.

Q-15.

Q-15.

Q-18.

Q-l8.

Q-l8.

nNo - too much regulation now - it should be left up
to the discretion of the private firm to obtain
their accounting services and to investigate
credentials."

"I am openly oppose to licensing requirements that
are strictly based on educational requirements, and
any form of educational requirements. In my years
of business in dealing with both CPA'S and non-CPA's
I have found the education does not necessary mean
that person knows what he/she is doing. I have also
found having the difference of classes - CPA and
non-CPA would be a great help to the small
businesses who doesn't really need an audit or
"certified" financial statements."

"It (Q-12) arbitrarily says the State knows the best
method of bookkeeping which mayor may not be true."

"Most people know the difference in levels of
training available."

"I assume no such thing"

"No more regulation!"

"No - let the consumer be responsible for his own
safety."

"Yes, if law is changed - requirements should change
but current law should remain!"

"Non-ePA'S do not have the educational background
(as a general rule) to -know what is "generally
accepted accounting principles" in complex
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Q-18.

Q-18.

Q-18.

Q-19.

Q-19.

Q-19.

Q-19.

Q-19.

Q-19.

Q-2l.

Q-22.

Q-22.

Q-22.

Q-23.

accounting situations. Keep accounting a
profession."
"P.S. Don't use public accountant - if you regulate,
call it public bookkeeper."

"If you a 11 ow them to use the terms at all, which I
disfavor."

"Do not favor non-CPA' s at all doing above. Most I
have come in contact have no idea what this means
and public would be detrimentally affected. Many I
know have no education and give accounting bad name
with their loose standards and methods of doing
business. State would not be able to police
adequately with budget constraints, etc."

"Should not use the term."

"You are assuming us into unneeded additional
regulation!"

lIa 2-year accounting degree from accredited school
or college."

"Should not use the term at all."

"Do not get into this licensing of non-CPA's. There
are enough CPA'S for the involved work, and we need
no more regulations on anything in this field."

"I am not in favor of a non-CPA acting and/or
presenting himself as a CPA. If he wants to do the
work of a CPA then he should have the education and
pass the licensing requirements of a CPA. In other
words - only a CPA should be allowed to do the work
of a CPA. This should also apply to all professions
- medicine, law, architecture."

II If a person is able to pass the exam, it should not
matter if they were self-taught or formally
educated. II

"1 believe that non-CPA's who wish to perform the
functions of CPA'S should become CPA's."

"Should not be able to issue review statements."

"Non-CPA's should not be allowed to issue such
reports."

"Do not favor at all."

liDo not license."
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Q-24.

Q-24.

Q-25.

Q-25.

Q-25.

Q-25.

Q-25.

Q-26.

Note

Note

Note

Note

Note

"No - may confuse or mislead publ i"e ...

"No - confusing and misleading."

"If you allow them to use the title at all, which I
disfavor."

" N e i the r - the y s h 0 U 1 d not be a b 1 e t 0 'Uset h e
title."

"However, I feel that a non-CPA should have as much
education as a CPA plus pass an exam... "

"Should not be able to use "public accountant" if
not CPA."

"No usage!"

"Do not license."

"Case example: A simple financial statement from a
CPA/CPA firm cost @ $1400·, when the same statement
can be done by someone with general accounting
knowledge for less than $100, of no cost if done by
member of their own organization."

"This survey should be done on 3 levels: acct.
firms, tax preparation firms, bookkeeping service."

"1 do not favor any changes which would allow
similar titles or phrases which would allow the
public to be confused."

"CPA's are fine for big businesses. However, so
many small businesses like ourselves do not need the
assistance of a CPA. Too much government regulation
is slowly choking out small business, hurting our
economy, and killing the idealism of capitalism in
our coun try ...

"Let's make my position crystal clear - the CPA exam
is not that difficult. What you ought to be
regulating is fly-by-night schools that take money
for inadequate training. That way, you wouldn't
have all those applicants with a large investment of
time and money who just can't hack the CPA exam.
The world is knee-deep in CPA'S. We don't need any
journeymen setting up for themselves - especially
not incompetent ones. Remember - they are not
competing with me (I'm a Govt. auditor) - I'm having
to cope with the they (and some CPA's)
turn out."
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Note

Note

Note

Note

Note

Note

Note

Note

Note

Note

"What has happened to freedom of choice by the user.
It should be my prerogative to choose either
licensed or unlicensed. Why set up another
bureaucratic regulation - our country is grossly
over-regulated now."

"Why do you repeat the questions - the questionnaire
was long enough. Why not copy Alabama's law?"

"Yellow pages lists two sources, (1) Accounts 
public and (2) Accountants - certified public. How
can they use this [prohibition bylaw] if they can
prohibit such a listing?"

"There is an increasing need for accountants, both
CPA & non-CPA, to handle the expanding governmental
requirement for bookkeeping and tax preparation.
Bookkeeping and tax laws are much more complicated.
As a result, we need more competent CPA's and
non-CPA's. Licensure law is the best way to protect
the public interest in this matter."

"Our bookkeeper has more experience and knowledge
than some CPA's. It's a shame to penalize and
res tr ict her because she is not a CP.l\."

"I am a practicing accountant (non-certified) with
41 years experience and a master's degree in
accounting. I think non-certified should be
controlled in some manner and required to continue
their education." [did not fill in survey]

"What's the use in all a CPA has gone through
(requirements) if non-CPA's can represent the same
for less - does this amount to a Class A & B license?
How will the general public know the difference in
actual work done?"

"To give a non-CPA the authority to prepare and/or
express an opinion on financial statements would be
like allowing a first-year medical student to
perform a heart transplant."

"Licensing is not the answer. Education is required
for someone to be a CPA. If they don't have the
required education, then they should not do the work.
Don't license a title to a dum-dum."

"I suggest you review the Fed. Civil Service
Standards in the X-118 Handbook for their
requirements on accountants and auditor. I am a
rated qualified accountant/auditor with the fed.
gov't. with 24 hours of accounting college credit."
[Copy was attached to survey]
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Letter

Letter

Letter

"Gentlemen: It is obvious that this questionnaire
was prepared for someone more involved in the
business world than we. While we were at one time
involved in business other than farming we are
presently retiring from farming due to a radical
cancer surgery and treatment. We have emrloyed a
public accountant over the years and were well
pleased with the work and the costs of this service.
By contrast, one of the family hired a CPA to do
less work than ours and paid over twice the price.
This year this same CPA did the same work as a year
ago and more than doubled his last years charges.
If we are going to "squeeze" the public accountants,
bookkeepers, etc. naturally some will drop out and
others may not enter in because of restrictions. If
CPA's are given more work and less competition it is
not hard to imagine what follows. It always hurts
to see the nations freedoms give way to
restrictions, but with honesty on the wane maybe
controls have some merit."

"In answer to questions 11 through question 26, I
feel the government at City, state, and Federal need
to keep their nose out of the private sector of
business and clean up their internal problems.
About eighty percent of our accounting is done at
our time and expense to supply the government with
the required numbers for their taxes and accounting.
My problems don't come from the private sector but
from the government end. If you don't understand
what I am saying, try to correct any problem with
any government agency in any tax or accounting Dept.
It is damn near impossible because of the lack of
training of government employees. I have had to
deal with employees in tax departments that could
not read or write. In order, Federal is the worst,
City is second, and State is probably the best of
the three. If our government wants to improve
please work out your internal problems and then
worry about how to regulate what is going on out
here. I mean this very much with all that is in
me."

"I find it difficult to answer your questions with
the questions as they are presented. My business is
very small but I use an accounting firm headed by a
CPA who was previously a professor at VPI!SU in the
College of Business. I highly doubt that all of his
people are registered CPA's but are under his
direction and when they have questions can go to him
for help. My recommendation would be that each
accounting firm have at least one CPA. Much can be
done adequately by someone with less training but
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Q-20. t\buld you favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as the licensing
requirement indicated in ~13, as a prerequisite to them being able
to use professional titles such as public accountant?

1st 150
Yes - 99, 71.2%
No - 40, 28.8%

All Users
133, 75.1%

44, 24.9%

Q-21. Assuming that licensing of non-cPA' s was a requirement before they
could use professional tit.les, which one or rrore of the licensing
requirements listed in ~14 do you deem necessary?

1st 150*
(1) 60, 18.1%
( 2 ) 38, 11.4%
(3) 110, 33.1%
(4) 60, 18.1%
(5) 64, 19.3%

All Users*
80, 18.2%
47, 10.7%

144, 32.8%
81, 18.5%
87, 19.8%

~22. Which one of the following do you regard as most inportant in
determining whether compiled or reviewed (i.e. I unaudi ted) financial
statements that you rely upon have b=en properly prepared?

(1) they have been approved by a goverrnnent agency.
1st 150 - 1, 0.7% All Users - 3, 2.1%

(2) they have net our own internal standards.
1st 150 - 41, 30.1% All Users - 44, 31.0%

(3) they have been prepared by a CPA.
1st 150 - 82, 60.3% All Users - 79, 55.6%

(4) not applicable since I only rely upon audited financial
statements.
1st 150 - 12, 8.8% All Users - 16, 11.3%

Q-23. W1ich one or more of the following best describes your educational
and professional background in accounting?

1st 150*
(1) on the job experience - 101, 39.1%
(2) undergraduate courses - 66, 25.6%
(3) bachelors degree - 52, 20.2%
(4) graduate degree - 22, 8.5%
(5) CPA - 17, 6.6%

All Users*
125, 38.7%

82, 25.4%
64, 19.8%
29, 9.0%
23, 7.1%

* Percentages b3.sed on the total number of res'ponses rather than on
the number of persons res'ponding.
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SURVEY OF USERS OF FINAl'CIAL STATEMENTS
RESULTS OF 1ST 150

Total In CClrparison to Bankers

Bankers
4, 3.9%

26, 25.5%
17, 16.7%
55, 53.9%

Q-3. How big is yalr finn in tenns
employed in VA?

Total
(1) 1-10 - 31, 20.9%
(2) 11-50 - 39, 26.4%
(3) 51-200 - 21, 14.2%
(4) OVer 200 - 57, 38.5%

of the number of full-tirre VtOrkers

Q-4 . Which Ole or more of the following types of financial statements of
other carpanies does yarr firm rely upon to conduct its CMn business?

Total *
(1) compilations - 101, 22.0%
(2) revie'WS - 89, 19.4%
(3) audits - 110, 24.0%
(4) tax returns - 106, 23.1%
(5) other - 48, 10.5%

*Bankers
80, 22.8%
68, 19.4%
86, 24.5%
84, 23.9%
33, 9.4%

Q-6. Are the types of financial statements indicated in yoor response to
Q-5 prepared in accordance with "generally accepted accamting
principles"?

Yes
No
Uncertain

Total
- 94, 67.1%
- 21, 15.0%
- 25, 17.9%

Bankers
65, 67.0%
14, 14.4%
18, 18.6%

Q-7 • If yell answered "no" or "uncertain It to Q-6, which cne of the
following best describes yarr response?

(1) unfamiliar with the rreaning of the tenn "generally accepted
accounting principles".
Total - 1, 2.4% Bankers - 1, 3.4%

(2) SOIIE of the financial statements do not disclose the principles
employed in their preparation.
Total - 31, 73.8% Bankers - 24, 82.8%

(3) financial statements neal not be prepared in accordance with such
prin~iples to meet the needs of users.
Tbtal - 10, 23.8% Bankers - 4, 13.8%
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Q-8. Please nark all of the following statements with YJhich yoo agree:

(1) reviewe:1 financial statements should b= prepare:1 in accordance
with generally accepted accountir~ principles (unless otherwise
disclose:1) and should provide limited assurance.
Total *- 121, 30. 2% B:mkers* - 86, 29. 7%

(2) carpile:1 financial statements should 00 prepare:1 in accordclnce
with generally accepted accounting principles (unless otherwise
disclosed) and should provide virtually no assurance.

* *TOtal - 74, 18.5% B:mkers - 59, 20.3%

(3) audited financial statements ShCll1d be prepared in accordance
with generally accepted accamting principles (unle..ss otherwise
disclosed> and should provide substantial assurance.
'Ibtal*- 134, 33.4% B:mkers*- 94, 32.4%

(4) tax returns and other financial statements neerl not be prepared
in accordance with generally accepted accamting principles, but. are
detennined 1:::¥ the needs of the user.
Total *- 72, 18.0% B:mkers*- 51, 17.6%

Q-9 • Which one or more of the following services do yoo b=lieve shCXlld b=
regulated to at least SCJ'l'e degree in VA?

Total Bankers
(1) corrpilation - 59, 18.7% 47, 19.7%
(2) audit - 107, 34.0% 80, 33.5%
(3 ) tax preparation - 63, 20.0% 43, 18.0%
(4) review - 62, 19.7% 50, 20.9%
(5 ) bookkeeping - 24, 7.6% 19, 7.9%

Q-ll. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA's to use such terms
as "generally accepted accounting principles" in their practices?

Total Bankers
Yes - 38, 25.9% 24, 23.5%
No - 109, 74.15 78, 76.5%

Q-12. W1ich me of the following tEst describes the reason for yarr answer
to Q-l1?

(1) present law unduly restricts the practices of non-CPA's.
Total - 11, 8.0% B:mkers - 5, 5.2%

(2) present law is necessary to protect t.hose YJho rely on
financial statements.
Total - 36, 26.3% Bankers - 27, 27.8%

(3) the use of and reference to such principles and standards is
essential in most accounting work (whether perfonned 1:::¥ CPA's or
non-CPA 's) and neerl not necessarily irrply an assuranoo about the
reliability of financial statements.
Total - 23, 16.8% Bankers - 17, 17.5%
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(4) the use of and reference to such principles and standards, by
their very nature, implies an assuranCE about the reliability of
financial statements and, therefore, Shoold ~ limited to CPA's.
TOtal - 67, 48.9% Bankers - 48, 49.5%

Q-13. VOUld yoo favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as a licensing
r~rerrent similar but not necessarily identical to the licensing of
CPA'S, as a prerequisite to non-cPA's teing able to use such terms as
"generally accepted acccunting principles"?

Total Bankers
Yes - 94, 64.8% 68, 66.7%
No - 51, 35.2% 34, 33.3%

Q-14. ~suming that licensing of non-cPA's was a requirement before they
could use the term "generally accepted accoonting principles", which
one or more of the following rest describes the licensing
requirements that you dean necessary?

(1) a 4-year acccunting degree fran an accredited university or
col1~e.

Total - 55, 16.9% Bankerg't' - 36, 16.4%

(2) the degree indicated in (1) plus sufficient ca.rrses in business,
econcmics, and finance.
Total* - 34, 10.5% Bankers* - 23, 10.4%

(3) ~ssage of an eKamdnation ~nistered ~ the state.
Total - 107, 32.9% Bankers - 79, 35.9%

(4) \\Urk in the field of acccunting for one year or nore.
Total*- 62, 19.1% Bankers* - 38, 17.3%

(5) a continuing Education requirement in accalnting, business,
econcmics, and finance.

* *Total - 67, 20.6% Bankers - 44, 20.0%

Q-15. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-a>A' s to use the term
"revieN" and to issue review reports with respect to financial
statements they have prepared?

Total Bankers
Yes - 42, 29.2% 25, 24.8%
No - 102, 70.8% 76, 75.2%
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Q-l6. W1ich one or rrore of the follow-ing describes the reason for yoor
response to Q-15?

(1) present law unduly restricts the practices of non-cPA' s •
'Ibtal*- 15, 9. 7% Bankers* - 9, 8.4%

(2) present law is necessary to protect those who rely 00

financial statements.
Total*- 66,42.6% Bankers*- 51,47.7%

(3) a review differs fran an audit in that it nay involve less
ccnplex accounting services and only limited assurance.
'Ibtal*- 35, 22.6% Bankers* - 21, 19.6%

(4) a review is similar to an audit in that it nay involve carplex
accalnting services and substantial assurance.
Total*- 39, 25.2% Bankers* - 26, 24.3%

Q-17. VDuld you favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as the licensing
indicated in Q-13, as a prerequisite to non-CPA's being able to use
the term "review" and issue review reports?

Total Bankers
Yes - 116, 80.6% 81, 80.2%
NO - 28, 19.4% 20, 19.8%

Q-18. Assuming that licensing of non-cPA' s was a raIUirement before they
could use the term "review" or issue review reports, which one or
more of the licensing r~renents listed in Q-14 do yoo dean
necessary?

Total *
(1 ) 60, 19.0%
(2) 33, 10.5%
(3) 103, 32. 7%
(4) 59, 18.7%
(5) 60, 19.0%

Bankers*
39, 18.3%
22, 10.3%
74, 34.8%
36, 16.9%
42, 19.7%

Q-19. Should present VA law be dlanged to allow non-cPA's to use
professional titIes, such as public accoontant, as long as they do
not use the title of certified public accountant?

Total
Yes - 42, 29.6%
No - 100, 70.4%

Bankers
28, 28.6%
70, 71.4%

Q-20. YOu1d you favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as the licensing
requirerrent indicated in Q-13, as a prerequisite to them being able
to use professional titles such as public accountant?

Total
Yes - 99, 71.2%
No - 40, 28.8%

Bankers
74, 75.5%
24, 24.5%
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Q-21. Assuming that licensing of non-cPA I s was a rEqUirement before they
could use professional titles, which one or nore of the licensing
rEqUirements listoo in Q-14 do yen deem necessary?

Total*
(1) 60, 18.1%
(2) 38, 11.4%
(3) 110, 33.1%
(4) 60,1<8.1%
(5) 64, 19.3%

Bankers *
40, 17.8%
25, 11.2%
79, 35.3%
38, 17.0%
42, 18.7%

Q-22. Wlich cne of the following do you regard as most irrportant in
detennining whether conpiled or reviewed (i.e., unaudited) financial
statements that yoo rely upon have been properly prepared?

(1) they have been approved l:!{ a goverrment agency.
Total - 1, 0.7% Bankers - 1, 1.0%

(2) they have net wr CJIXl internal standards.
Total - 41, 30.1% Bankers - 32, 33.7%

( 3) they have been preparoo l:!{ a CPA.
Total - 82, 60.3% Bankers - 57, 60.0%

(4) not applicable since I only rely upon audited financial
statements.
Total - 12, 8.8% Bankers - 5, 5.3%

Q-23. rhich one or more of the following best describes your ooucational
and professional background in accounting?

Total Bankers
(1) on the job experience - 101, 39.1% 74, 40.2%
(2) undergraduate courses - 66, 25.6% 51, 27. 7%
(3) bachelors degree - 52, 20.2% 36, 19.6%
(4) graduate degree - 22, 8.5% 17, 9.2%
(5) CPA - 17, 6.6% 6, 3.3%

* Percentages basoo· on the total number of responses rather than
on the number of persons responding.
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UNSOLICITED COMMENTS OF SURVEY OF FINANCIAL STATEMENT USERS

Ques.No.

Q-13.

Q-13.

Q-17.

Q-17.

Q-17.

Q-17.

Q-19.

Q-20.

Q-20.

Note

Note

Note

Comment

"I do not favor non-ePA's using this terminology."

"It is not that tough to become a CPA."

"non-CPA'S should operate only in staff positions and
not issue statements."

"I do not favor non-ePA's using the title of public
accountant. II

"If a non-CPA is allowed to use a title of public
accountant then he/she should be regulated."

"Should not use public accountant if not CPA."

"none beyond now [regulation]."

"I do not believe non-CPA's should use the title of
public accountant as it would only add confusion to
the proliferation of titles used in the profession."

"Should not use public accountant if not CPA."

"VA Government should take care of itself and leave
private enterprise accounting to licensed CPA's."

"In my opinion there is entirely too much regulation
as it is. Present laws are not adequately enforced.
This is the 3rd contact I have had regarding current,
new, or proposed state legislation within the past
month. At this rate I and most small businesses are
being slowly strangled by ever increasing regulation
and reporting requirements. Current legislation is
more than adequate and a competitive market for
financial services eliminates those who are not
competent or qualified. This smacks of bureaucracy
looking for an excuse to grow and proliferate even
further. This relentless encroachment of government
interference into America's small business is forcing
many of us out of business and raising costs to the
public for those who stay and must waste countless
hours of non-productivity in compliance and
fulfillment of regulatory requirements."

"In that professions are somewhat similar, does it
seem inconsistent to have non-ePA's - in relation to
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medical doctors or attorneys or others that pass an
examination to enter that profession?"
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SURVEY OF ACCClJNTIR; PROFESSIONAIS
RESULTS OF ALL ACCClJNTIR; VS. 1ST 358

Q-l. Is your firm's main office located outside VA?
1st 358 All Accounting

Yes - 64, 18.0% 71, 17.6%
No - 291, 82.0% 332, 82.4%

Q-2. HOW' big is your firm in terms of the n~r of full-tine \\Orkers
employed in VA?

1st 358
(1) 1-10 - 246, 70.9%
(2) 11-50 - 65, 18.7%
(3) 51-200 - 23, 6.6%
(4) Over 200 - 13, 3.7%

All Accounting
281, 71.3%

72, 18.3%
26, 6.6%
15, 3.8%

Q-3. Which of the following are included in the full-time ~rkers in
Q-2?

1st 358
(1) CPA'S - 233, 36.6%
(2) accountants - 230, 36.2%
(3) bookkeepers - 173, 27.2%

All Accounting
260, 36.6%
264, 37.1%
187, 26.3%

Q-4 Do you distinguish among the following types of accounting
services: conpilation, bookkeeping, review, tax prepc1ration,
and audit?

1st 358
Yes - 346, 90.6%
No - 36, 9.4%

All Accounting
394, 91.6%
36, 8.4%

Q-5. If you answered "yes II to Q-4, do you believe that different
education and experience levels are necessary to conpetently
provide such services?

1st 358
Yes - 337, 98.0%
No 7, 2.0%

All Accounting
382, 97.7%

9, 2.3%

Q-6. If you answered "yes" to Q-5, rank (by filling in the blanks)
the five services cited in Q-4 in terns of the ITOSt (1) through
least' (5) education and experience which you believe are
necessary to competently provide such services:
1st 358

Most 1
2
3
4

Least 5
'IOI'AL

canpil.
8
9

78
197

38
330

Book. Review Tax Prep. Audit Total
o 4 48 270 330
6 151 117 46 329

22 144 78 33 355
32 27 69 3 328

267 4 14 4 327
327 330 326 356 1,669
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All Accounting
canpil. Book. Review Tax Prep. Audit Total

Most 1 8 2 6 50 304 370
2 11 6 172 133 49 371
3 88 24 154 94 35 395
4 224 33 32 77 3 369

Least 5 41 302 5 14 6 368
'lUI'AL 372 367 369 368 397 1,873

Resp::>nses interpreted as follows: Reading across - No. of tinES
a service received a particular ranking. Reading down - no $ of
times a particular service was ranked.

Q-7. Do you believe it is necessary for VA to regulate, to at least
sone degree, the provision of any of the five accounting
services cited in Q-4 to ensure that cnly those with certain
education and experience levels can offer such services to the
public?

1st 358
Yes - 316, 88.3%
No - 42, 11.7%

All Accounting
359, 88.4%

47, 11.6%

Q-8. Which one of the following best describes the reason for your
answer to Q-7?

(1) no regulation is necessary because free market forces
and/or traditional legal renedi.es are sufficient to protect the
consurrdng public against incompetent or unethical practitioners.
1st 358 - 38, 10.8% All Accounting - 42, 10.6%

(2) sone regulation is necessary because free market forces
and/or traditional legal renedi.es are insufficient to protect
the consurrdng pIDlic against incoopetent or unethical
practitioners.
1st 358 - 213, 60.5% All Accounting - 239, 60.4%

(3) no regulation is justified because the resulting costs to
the public outweigh the benefits.
1st 358 - 3, 0.9% All Accounting - 4, 1.0%

(4) same regulation is justified because the resulting benefits
to the public ootweight the costs.
1st 358 - 98, 27.8% All Accounting - Ill, 28.0%
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Q-9. If you answered "yes" to Q-7, which one or rrore of the following
services do yOJ. believe should l:e regulated to at least sone
degree in VA?

1st 358* All Accounting*
(1) compilation - 154, 17.3% 171, 17.0%
(2) audit - 300, 33.8% 339, 33.8%
(3) tax preparation - 174, 19.6% 197, 19.6%
(4) review - 240, 27.0% 275, 27.4%
(5) bookkeeping - 20, 2.3% 22, 2.2%

Q-IO. Assurrdng that same regulation of accounting will continue to
prevail in VA, rank the services listed in Q-4 (by filling in
the blanks) in terms of the most (1) through least (5)
regulation which you believe is necessary.
1st 358

canpil. Book. Review Tax Prep. Audit Total
M:>st 1 5 2 5 29 306 347

2 15 3 206 88 28 340
3 135 18 97 74 5 329
4 141 31 25 124 3 324

Least 5 30 266 5 19 4 324
'IOTAL 326 320 338 334 346 1,664

All Accounting
Caupi1. Book. Review Tax Prep. Audit Total

M:>st 1 5 4 6 31 344 390
2 16 3 231 100 31 381
3 150 18 108 88 6 370
4 163 33 29 137 3 365

Least 5 32 302 41 19 5 399
'IOTAL 366 360 415 375 389 1,905

Responses interpreted as follows: Reading across - No. of tines
a service received a particular ranking. Reading down - no. of
tiIres a particular service was ranked.

Q-ll. Should present VA law be changed to allCM non-cPA's to use such
terns as "generally accepted accounting principles" in their
practices?

1st 358
Yes - 112, 31.5%
No - 244, 68.5%

All Accounting
136, 33.7%
267, 66.3%

Q-12. Which one of the following oost describes the reason for your
answer to Q-11?

(1) present law unduly restricts the practices of non-CPA IS

1st 358 - 35, 10.1% All Accounting - 48, 12.3%

(2 ) present law is necessary to protect those who rely on
financial statements.
1st 358 - 49, 14.1% All Accounting - 54, 13.8%
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(3) the use of and reference to such principles and standards
is essential in rrost accounting work (whether perform:rl by CPA's
or non-cPA' s) and need not necessarily imply an assurance about
the reliability of financial statements.
1st 358 - 73, 21.0% All Accounting - 83, 21.3%

(4) the use of and reference to such principles and standards,'
by their very nature, implies an assurance about the reliability
of financial statements and, therefore, should b9 limited to
CPA's.
1st 358 - 190, 54.8% All Accounting - 205, 52.6%

Q-13. WOUld you favor regulation of non CPA's, such as a licensing
requirement similar but not necessarily identical to the
licensing of CPA's, as a prerequisite to non-cPA's reing able to
use such terms as "generally accepted accounting principles"?

1st 358
Yes - 174, 50,7%
No - 169, 49.3%

All Accounting
202, 51.9%
187, 48.1%

Q-14. Assuming that licensing of non-cPA' s was a requirement before
they could use the tenn "generally accepted accounting
principles", which one or more of the following describes the
licensing requirements that you deem necessary?

(1) a 4-year accounting degree fran an accredited university or
college.
1st 358* - 161, 17.1% All Accounting* - 179, 16.8%

(2) the degree indicated in (1) plus sufficient courses in
business, econanics, and finance.
1st 358* - 122, 13.0% All Accounting* - 136, 12.7%

(3) J?Clssage of an examination administered by the state.
1st 358* - 223, 23.7% All Accounting* - 252, 23.6%

(4) work in the field of accounting for one year or rrore.
1st 358* - 197, 20.9% All Accounting* - 229, 21.4%

(5) a continuing education requirement in accounting, business,
econanics, and finance.
1st 358* - 239, 25.4% All Accounting* - 273, 25.5%

Q-15. Should present Virginia law be changed to allow non-CPA' s to use
the tenn "review" and to issue review rep::>rts with respect to
financial statements they have prepared?

1st 358
Yes - 110, 30.8%
No - 247, 69.2%

All Accounting
133, 32.9%
271, 67.1%
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Q-16. If you answered "yes" to Q-15, which one or rrore of the
following best describes the reason for your response?

(1) present law unduly restricts the practices of non-CPA's
1st 358 - 51, 41.5% All Accounting - 67, 43.2%

(2) present law is necessary to protect those who rely on
financial statements.
1st 358 - 1, 0.8% All Accounting - 2, 1.3%

(3 ) a review di f fers fran an audi t in tl1at it may involve less
complex accounting services and only lirrdted assurance.
1st 358 - 68, 55.3% All Accounting - 81, 52.3%

( 4) a review is similar to an audit in that it nay involve
c~lex accounting services and substantial assurance.
1st 358 - 3, 2.4% All Accounting - 5, 3.2%

Q-17. ~uld you favor regulation of non-CPA's, such as the licensing
indicated in Q-13, as a prere:JUisite to non-CPA's being able to
use the term "review" and issue review reports?

1st 358
Yes - 201, 58.3%
No - 144, 41.7%

All Accounting
230, 59.1%
159, 40.9%

Q-18. Assuming that licensing of non-CPA' S was a requirement before
they could use the tenn "review" or issue review reports, which
one or more of the licensing requirements listed in Q-14 do you
deem necessary?

1st 358*
(1) 175, 17.8%
(2) 128, 13.0%
(3) 236, 24.0%
(4) 210, 21.4%
(5 ) 234, 23.8%

All Accounting*
192, 17.5%
141, 12.8%
260, 23.6%
241, 21.9%
266, 24.2%

Q-19. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-CPA' s to use
professional titles, such as public accountant, as long as they
do not use the title of certified public accountant?

1st 358
Yes - 135, 38.1%
No - 219, 61.9%

All Accounting
161, 40.0%
241, 60.0%

Q-20. V\Ould you favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as the licensing
re:JUirement indicated in Q-13, as a prerequisite to their being
able to use professional ti tIes suell as public accountant?

1st 358
Yes - 212, 61.4%
No - 133, 38.6%

All Accounting
243, 62.5%
146, 37.5%
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Q-21. Assuming that licensing of non-cPA' S was a requir~nt before
they could use professional titIes, which one or rrore of the
licensing requirements listed in Q-14 do you deem necessary?

1st 358*
(1) 176, 17.8%
(2) 126, 12.7%
(3) 243, 24.5%
(4 ) 215, 21. 7%
(5 ) 231, 23. 3%

All Accounting*
192, 17.2%
141, 12.6%
273, 24.4%
247, 22.1%
265, 23.7%

* percentages :based on the total number of res};X>nses rather
than on the number of persons res};X>nding.
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SURVEY OF ACCCXJNrIN:; PROFESSIONAIS
RESULTS (F FIRST 358
CPA's and Non-cPA I s

Q-4 Do you distinguish among the following types of accounting
services: conpilation, l:x:>okkeeping, review, tax preparation,
and audit?

CPA's
(1) Yes - 230, 92.0%
(2) No - 2, 8.0%

Non-cPA's
116, 77.3%

34, 22.7%

Q-S. If you answered "yes" to Q-4, do yell believe that di fferent
education and experience levels are necessary to corrpetently
provide such services?

CPA'S f\lon-CPA' s
(1) Yes - 223, 97.8% 124, 98.4%
(2) No - 5, 2.2% 2, 1.6%

Q-7 • Do you relieve it is necessary for VA to regulate, to at least
sone de:jree, the provision of any of the five accoonting
services cited in Q-4 to ensure that only those with certain
education and experience levels can offer such services to the
public?

CPA's
(1) Yes - 223, 95.7%
(2) No - 10, 4.3%

Non-CPA's
93, 77.4%
32, 22.6%

Q-8. Which one of the following ~st describes the reason for yarr
answer to Q-7?

(1) no regulation is necessary because free narket forces
and/or traditional legal rerredies are sufficient to protect the
cans~ng public against incompetent or unethical ~actitioners.

CPA's Non-CPA's
8, 3.5% 30, 24.6%

(2) SaTE regulation is necessary because free market forces
and/or traditional legal remedies are insufficient to protect
the oons~ng public against incompetent or unethical
practitioners.

CPA's Non-cPA's
153, 66.5% 60, 49.2%

(3) no regulation is justified l:ecause the resulting costs to
the public outweigh the benefits.

CPA's Non-CPA's
2, 0.9% 1, 0.8%

(4) SaTE regulation is justified because the resulting benefits
to the public cutweight the costs.

CPA•s Non-cPA I s
67, 29.1% 31, 25.4%
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Q-9 • If you answered "yes" to Q-7, which one or l1lC>re of the following
services do yoo believe should be regulaterl to at least SOnE

degree in VA?

(1) carpilation
(2) audit
(3) tax preparation
(4) review
(5) oookkeeping

CPA's*
- 131, 19.4%
- 217, 32.2%
- 121, 18.0%
- 189, 28.0%
- 16, 2.4%

Non-cPA's *
23, 10.7%
83, 38.8%
53, 24.8%
51, 23.8%

4, 1.9%

Non-cPA's
95, 76.6%
29, 23.4%

Q-11. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA I s to use such
terns as "generally accepted accamting principles" in their
practices?

CPA's
Yes - 17, 7.3%
No - 215, 92.7%

Q-12. Yhich ooe of the following best describes the reason for yarr
answer to Q-11?

(1) present law unduly restricts the practices of nan-cPA' s
CPA's - 3, 1.3% Non-cPA's - 32, 26.9%

(2 ) present law is necessary to protect those who rely 00

financial statercents.
CPA's - 44, 19.3% Non-cPA's - 5, 4.2%

(3) the use of and reference to such principles and standards
is essential in nnst accamting work (whether perforrred by CPA's
or non-ePA' s) and need not necessarily inply an assurance about
the reliability of financial statements.
CPA's - 11, 4.8% Non-cPA's - 62, 52.1%

(4) the use of and reference to such principles and standards,
by their very nature, implies an assurance about the reliability
of financial statements and, therefore, shoo1d bre limited to
CPA's.
CPA's - 170, 74.6% Non-cPA's 20, 16.8%

Q-13. w:>uld yoo favor regulation of non CPA's, such as a licensing
ra:;IUirenent similar but not necessarily identical to the
licensing of CPA t s, as a prerequisite to non-ePA IS reing able to
use such terms as "generally accepted aCCClUnting principles"?

CPA's Non-cPA's
Yes ~ 104, 46.8% 70, 57.9%
No - 118, 53.2% 51, 42.1%
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Q-14. Assurrdng that licensing of non-ePA's was a requirement before
they could use the term "generally accepted accamting
principles", which me or more of the following describes the
licensing requirements that you deem necessary?

(1) a 4-year accmnting degree fran an accredited university or
college.
CPA1<# - 122, 17.8% Non-cPA 's ~ 39, 15.2%

(2) the degree indicated in (1) plus sufficient carrses in
business, econ~cs, and finance.
CPA'S*- 104,15.2% Non-cPA's*- 18,7.0%

(3) passage of an examination crlministered 1:¥ the State.
CPA'S*- 169, 24.6% Non-cPA's *- 54, 21.1%

(4) work in the field of acccunting for one year or m::>re.
CPA's ~ 134, 19.5% Non-cPA's *- 63, 24.6%

(5) a continuing education requirement in accounting, business,
econ~cs, and finance.
CPA's*- 157, 22.9% Non-cPA'~- 82, 32.0%

Q-15. Should present Virginia law be changed to allow non-cPA I s to use
the tenn "review" and to issue review rep:>rts with respect to
financial statements they have prepared?

CPA I S Non-CPA I s
Yes - 15, 6.4% 95, 76.6%
No - 218, 93.6% 29, 23.4%

Q-16. If you answered "yes" to Q-15, which one or more of the
following tEst describes the reason for your resp:>nse?

(1) present law unduly restricts the practices of non-cPA's
CPA's*- 5, 33.3% Non-cPA'~- 46, 42.6%

(2) present law is necessary to protect those who rely on
financial statements.
CPA I s*- 0 Non-cPA' gk - 1, 0.9%

(3) a review differs fran an audit in that it nay involve less
carrplex acccunting services and only limited assurance.
CPA's*- 10,66.7% Non-cPA'gk- 58,53.7%

(4) a review is similar to an audit in that it rray involve
carrplex accounting services and substantial assurance.
CPA's*- 0 Non-cPA's ~ 3, 2.8%

Q-17. Vbuld you favor regulation of non-cPA's, such as the licensing
indicated in Q-13, as a prerequisite to non-CPA's being able to
use the term "review" and issue review rep:>rts?

CPA's Non-CPA I s
Yes - 119, 53.6% 82, 66.7%
No - 103, 46.4% 41, 33.3%
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Q-18. Assuming that licensing of non-ePA's was a re:IUirement before
they could use the term "review" or issa: review re:POrts, which
one or rrore of the licensing requirements listed in Q-14 do yoo
dean necessary?

CPA'S * Non-CPA's *
(1) 134, 18.4% 41, 16.0%
(2) 108, 14.9% 20, 7.8%
(3) 179, 24.6% 57, 22.3%
(4) 144, 19.8% 66, 25.8%
(5) 162, 22.3% 72, 28.1%

Q-19. Should present VA law be changed to allow non-cPA's to use
professional titles, such as public accountant, as long as they
do not use the title of certified public accountant?

CPA I S Non-cPAI s
Yes - 32, 14.0% 102, 82.3%
No - 197, 86.0% 22, 17.7%

Q-20. ~uld you favor regulation of non-cPA' s, such as the licensing
r~renent indicated in Q-13, as a prerEqUisite to their being
able to use professional titles such as .public accountant?

CPA'S Non-CPA's
Yes .- 122, 55.0% 90, 73.2%
No - 100, 45.0% 33, 26.8%

Q-21. A<3suming that licensing of non-cPA's was a requirement before
they could use professional ti tIes, which one or nore of the
licensing r~rements listed in Q-14 do yoo dean necessary?

CPA'S * Non-CPA's *
(1) 133, 18.3% 43, 16.3%
(2) 106, 14.6% 20, 7.6%
(3) 185, 25.4% 58, 22.0%
(4) 146, 20.1% 69, 26.1%
(5) 157, 21.6% 74, 28.0%

* Percentages based on the total nurriber of responses rather than
the number of persons res:POnding.
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UNSOLICITED COMMENTS OF SURVEY OF ACCOUNTING PROFESSIONALS

Ques.No.

Q-5.

Q-6.

Q-8.

Q-8.

Q-ll.

Q-ll.

Q-12.

Q-l2.

Q-l3.

Q-l3.

Q-13.

Q-13.

Q-13.

Q-13.

Q-13.

Q-13.

Q-14.

Comment

"Each requires a great deal of training in a specific
subject, none more than others."

"First four are interrelated - all require high skill
levels."

"IRS and Federal Govt. regulation already in place."

"The industry is capable of regulating itself."

"Yes, I received same education as CPA's!"

"Should not be allowed at all."

"Some CPA's have passed exam but still do extremely
poor work."

"CPA's have passed an independently administered and
graded examination wherein they demonstrate that they
know "generally accepted accounting principles". How
do non-ePA's demonstrate that they know GAAP?"

"Non-ePA's, if they know GAAP, can pass the
examination and be licensed as CPA'S. Why create
junior varsity CPA's?"

"Yes, if they are allowed to use the terms."

"Yes, such as IRS special enrollment exam."

"There should not be any non-CPA using the term public
accountant."

"They should not be allowed to use these terms."

"Watered down standards for use of identical terms
protects no one except politicians."

"Should not be allowed at all."

"Enrolled agent is sufficient."

"None of below would be enough regardless of the
assumption."

Q-l4. "None of the above:
non-CPA terminology."
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Q-14.

Q-14.

Q-15.

Q-15.

Q-15.

Q-16.

Q-17.

Q-17.

Q-17.

Q-17.

Q-17.

Q-18.

Q-18.

Q-18.

Q-18.

Q-18.

Q-20.

Q-20.

Q-21.

Q-21.

"I don't agree with 2 classes under any conditions!"

"or the IRS enrolled agent exam."

"Yes, I would only have to do a small amount of work
after once preparing tax returns in order to give a
review report."

"Reviews are done in accordance with AICPA standards
and GAAP. Non-ePA'S not regulated by AICPA so why
adhere to AICPA standards. II

"Public would not understand the distinction."

"It unofficially occurs now anyway and there is no way
to police it. 1I

"00 not favor allowing non-ePA's to use the term
'review'."

"Should not be allowed at all."

"Yes, if they are allowed to use the terms."

"They are not qualified until Q-14. is accomplished."

"Non-ePA'S should not use 'review' reports because of
reference to GAAP & AICPA."

"Should not be licensed, only confuses public.
Licensed CPA/licensed non-CPA - what is difference to
public?"

"None are sufficient."

"Faulty assumption."

"None - we don't need 2 classes of CPA's."

"I do not feel a non-CPA should be allowed to do a
'review'. I believe the investor, banks, and public
would be hurt."

"Should not be allowed at all."

"If they are allowed to use the titles of public
accountant, which I do not believe they should, they
should be regula ted. "

"Assumption is still faulty! Based upon the answers
the assumption is illogical."

"We don't need a second class of CPA. If bookkeepers
want to do CPA work, let them pass the required exam.
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Q-21.

Note

Note

Note

Note

Note

Note

Letter

If they don't or can't pass they should not be seen by
the public as someone a third party can place a high
level of assurance on their financial statements."

"All enrolled agents (who are not licensed CPA's)
presently meet the requirements of (3), (4), & (5)i I
believe the enrollment exam given by IRS and
requirements for continuing education do provide the
public with very competent individuals (non-ePA's) who
can provide the very best of services in the field of
accounting and tax preparation at much less of a cost
than what CPA's charge."

"I feel a 4 yr. education is not necessary if someone
who majors in accounting obtains an associates degree
in 2 yrs. If a person is an enrolled agent licensed
to practice before the IRS - VA should accept that."

"This is a one-sided survey and is presented to the
people who are the least qualified to answer the
questions. In most cases they do not understand what
makes a good accountant and would naturally want
strict regulations, but on CPA's also. In my
experience I have seen many CPA's using their title to
hide incompetent work. Non-CPA's are more competent
because they do not have a title which makes people
think that what they say and do is gospel."

"Would you let someone other than a medical doctor
perform brain surgery on you while you were of sound
mind? Why confuse the public needlessly? If
anything, requirements for existing CPA'S and ones
hoping to become CPA's should be made more rigorous."

"Q-14, Q-l8, and Q-21 are questions that presume a
certain acceptance by the respondent. As a
respondent, I do not favor non-ePA's receiving a
license to practice or a professional title. There is
a v~hicle in place already for such goals -- the CPA
exam ...

"Regulation of non-ePA's in the areas of audit and
review of financial statements will inappropriately
enhance their credibility."

"Virginia law indicated who can provide assurances on
financial statements and the professional training
required. Individuals who wish to provide these
services, therefore, know what is required to provide
them. "

"In compliance with your request in your letter of
July 10, 1987, I am returning the survey of accounting
professionals concerning the regulation of accounting.
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Letter

You will notice that I have not answered Q-13, Q-17,
or Q-20. To give a yes answer to anyone of these
questions might imply that the respondent is in favor
of additional regulation. To give a no answer to any
one of these questions might imply that the respondent
was in favor of unrestricted use of the term
"generally accepted accounting principles", the
unrestricted use of the term "review" in connection
with financial statements, or the unrestricted use of
professional titles. Therefore, any answer given to
anyone of these three questions would be misleading."

"The intent of questions 13, 17, and 20 is not clear
to me. I do not favor the regulation of non-ePA's
since I believe that the present qualifications as a
CPA are the minimum standards necessary to attain the
expertise associated with the terms "GAAP", "Review",
and "public accountant". Therefore I answered NO to
each question. However, if it were permissable for
non-ePA's to be associated with these terms (over my
objections>, then I would answer YES, I favor
regulation of those allowed to use these terms.

I want the physician who does the diagnosis and
exploratory surgery to be as qualified as the surgeon
who does the actual operation."

A-71



'''rECI''1NICAL /\&S()Cll\f ES INCORPORAJ~D

S~ptember 2, 1987

Ms. Ca~~erlne Walker
-:)er~'a~tlner/: of Commerce
3fOO ~0st Broad Street
Rlc~rnond, VA 23220

;.': t3e [t-?d pl~as e find S 1x copies (one unbound) of our f i na 1 r epor t
~~ the study of accounting. We look forward to presentIng our
~~ncl~sions on the 11th.

Slnc,.~r:":)ly ,

Temple Bayliss, Ph.D.
Sen lor Analyst

En~l()sures
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AN OVERVIEW OF THE REGULATION OF
ACCOUNTING IN NEIGHBORING JURISDICTIONS

The District of Columbia and the States of Maryland, west
Virginia, Kentucky, Tennessee, and North Carolina, all of which
adjoin Virginia, exhibit enough variety in the regulation of
accounting so that even if Virginia were compelled to choose a
system of regulation like that of one of these, the choices
available to the Commonwealth would be limited only slightly.

North Carolina, for example, does not restrict the function
of non-CPA accountants at all. They can perform audits or
provide any other services provided by CPAs as long as they do
not call themselves anything except accountants. All accountants
who offer service to the public must register and pay a fee, but
this does not imply any regulation and appears to be intended to
raise funds. There is no board or other authority to discipline
non-CPA registrants if there are complaints against them, and the
registration fee is paid to the North Carolina Revenue
Department.

Tennessee, on the other hand, has a clear-cut, two-tiered
regulatory system with "Public Accountants" as the lower tier. A
license in one tier or the other is required for anyone who
offers accounting services to the general public. Public
Accountants can perform any accounting services, except only
CPA's can perform audits. Public Accountants in Tennessee take a
different (and presumably much simpler) exam than that for
Certified Public Accountants, and their required educational
levels are considerably lower. They are required to have at
least an associate (2 year) degree with twenty-four quarter hours
in accounting subjects, for example, rather than a bachelor's
degree with a major in accounting or with accounting courses
equivalent to a major.

By far the strictest nearby state in terms of what non-CPA's
can do is west Virginia. Under West Virginia law only CPA's are
now being licensed (some Public Accountants are still practicing
under "grandfather" provisions of the law) and unlicensed persons
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are prohibited from "holding themselves out to the public as
••• accountants or auditors offering ... services to all who choose
to apply". The west Virginia statute also limits to licensed
persons "any investigation or review of financial transactions or
accounting records" and "assistance to the public for
compensation in any and all matt~rs related to counting procedure
and to the recording and presentation of financial facts or
data" •

In spite of its inclusive language, this statute has not
been interpreted to bar the offer of simple bookkeeping services
to the public by unlicensed persons. Bookkeeping and probably
some accounting services are also being offered to the public by
unlicensed firms and individuals in west Virginia under the title
"management services". Enforcement action has been taken,
however, against firms offering service as "accountants" even
though courts in other states have overturned statutes which
restrict the use of this title (see Appendix C).

The states of Kentucky and Maryland and the District of
Columbia all have similar regulatory systems for accounting, and
these systems are not too different from that of Virginia. Like
Virginia, they permit bookkeeping and accounting services to be
offered to the public by unlicensed persons and they permit the
use of the title "Accountant" but restrict "Public Accountant ll

•

Although the wording of the statute is different in each
jurisdiction, they all prohibit an unlicensed person from
presenting a written opinion as to the reliability of a financial
statement.

None of the surrounding states, however, has a broad
prohibition like that of Virginia on the use by unlicensed
persons of certain words and phrases, such as "review",
"examination", "examine", "generally accepted accounting
principles", and "audit", in connection with a financial
statement. In many cases, the prohibition on any opinion as to
the reliability of a financial statement would also preclude the
use of accounting terms such as those listed above, but there
could be cases where it did not. For example, an accountant who
observed a departure from GAAP in a financial statement he was
preparing might wish to call attention to that departure with
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language such as, "This statement omits disclosure of ••• which is
required by generally accepted accounting principles". Such
language would probably be permissible in Maryland and Kentucky
and the District of Columbia if there were no general comment of
the reliability of the financial statement as a whole. The
language in question would, of course, be illegal in Virginia
under present law.
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LEGAL ASPECTS OF THE REGULATION OF
ACCOUNTING WITH EMPHASIS ON STATES ADJOINING VIRGINIA

1. Accountancy Law History

It was only in the latter half of the 19th Century that the
modern public accounting profession originated in Great Britain.
The first state law in this country to create the title
"Certified Public Accountant" was passed in 1896 in New York.
This law established a pattern for regulation of the public
accounting profession throughout the united states. Under the
New York law, persons were prohibited from holding themselves out
as a "certified public accountant," or from using the term
"C.P.A." or any other words, letters or figures to indicate that
the person using them was a certified public accountant unless
they had been so authorized by the appropriate authorities. The
alleged need to protect the public against fraud and deception,
when coupled with the expanding nature and complexity of
accounting, led to further legislative efforts to restrict
unlicensed persons from using certain titles and performing
certain functions. A model bill to regulate the practice of
public accountancy was first published in 1916 by the American
Institute of Accountants, a predecessor of AICPA. The AICPA
model accountancy bills, at least as to principal provisions,
have been followed by a substantial majority of the states.

2. Titles

Certified Public Accountants

In each state, persons meeting the statutory requirements
for a certified public accountant are entitled to receive a
license or certificate. The requirements cover such factors as
age, residence, character, education, the passing of an
examination, and experience. The statutes and regulations cover
such questions as the form of practice as an individual,
partnership or corporation (professional); the use of trade names
and titles; the maintenance of current registration; the payment
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of required fees, annually or otherwise; "the maintenance of
offices in the state; the residency of managing partners;
continuing education requirements, etc.

All states issue CPA certificates. In a majority of the
states, the classification "A.P." (Accounting Practitioner), or

\

"C.A." (chartered accountant) is used as a term to designate and
preserve the practice rights acquired prior to the enactment of a
current law, or as non-residents, staff accountants or
governmental accountants. Some states preserve such rights by a
simple savings clause in a new law, while others, by the issuance
of C.P.A. certificates under the current law. There are some
states in which the classification "P.A." (public accountant) is
provided for reduced qualifications. Because of the slightly
different terms and form of language used in the different
statutes, it is not always easy to make a direct comparison or
contrast among all of the statutory provisions of the various
states. Even the nature of the authorization may carry a
different term, depending upon the states, i.e., certificate
versus license, versus registration, etc.

The accompanying Table I analyzes the nature of the
authority required for the indicated title in each of the states,
along with the source of that requirement, whether statute or
rUle/regulation, including citation (where available).

The practice of public accountancy now embraces many
intricate and technical matters of tax laws, trade practices,
rate regulations, "blue-sky laws", stock exchange regulations,
reports required by various governmental agencies and the like.
As a Maryland court stated in 1979,"public accountancy is a
highly-skilled and technical profession which affects public
welfare, and which the state, in the exercise of its police
powers, may regulate, within reasonable limits, to protect the
public against fraud, deception, or the consequences of
ignorance, incompetence, and incapacity".*

* Comprehensive Accounting Service Co. v. Maryland state Board
of Accountancy, 284 Md. 474, 397 A 2d. 1019, 4 ALR 4th 1188
(1979).
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statutes or regulations which have restricted the use of
terms such as "accountant", "public accountant", or "certified
public accountant" have not always been given uniform validity or
construction. Under their police powers, states may enact laws
to protect the public against fraud, deception or the
consequences of ignorance and incompetency, and may exact the
requisite degree of skill and learning of persons in professions
and pursuits which affect the public welfare, including
accountancy. In Comprehensive Accounting Service Company v. The
Maryland state Board of Public Accountancy, 284 Md. 474, 397 8
2e. 1019, 4 ALR 4th 10188 (1979), the Court of Appeals of
Maryland struck down as violative of the First Amendment a
provision that provided that no person or firm "shall practice or
hold himself or itself out to the public as 'accountant' or
'auditor' in connection with his own or any other name, nor
describe or designate the services offered or performed by him or
it as 'accounting' or 'auditing', with or without any other
designation or description •.• " The court found that, under the
circumstances, a prohibition of a non-certified accountant's use
of the words "accountant" and "accounting" was inconsistent with
the First Amendment under the rationale of virginia Pharmacy
Board v. virginia Consumer Council, 425 U.S 748, 96th S. ct.,
1817, 48 Led. 2d. 346 (1976).

It is well established, as expressly held or recognized by
the courts in many cases, that a state has the power, in the
public interest and for the general welfare, to prohibit the use
of the terms "certified public accountant" and "public
accountant" and similar terms, as well as the abbreviation
IIC.P.A. II , by persons who have not complied with statutory
requirements for licensing or certification of public accountants
or certified public accountants. 4 ALR 4th, "Accountant
Restriction on Use of Term ll

, §2(a), p. 1203. The terms "licensed
accountant", registered accountant", "certified accountant", and
"enrolled accountant" might similarly be prohibited because these
terms might mislead the public into believing that persons
designated themselves as such were certified. Id., quoting
Florida Accountants Association v. Dandelake, 98 So. 2d., 323, 70
AIR 425 (Florida 1957). In Dandelake, it was also stated by the
Court that a Board could reasonably require that a letterhead,
card, or advertisement indicating that a person was a member of
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"Florida Accountants Association" be followed' by a notation that
"not certified by the state Board of Accountancy" in order not to
mislead the public.

Courts have also held that prohibitions against the use of
the term "public accountant" and "public accounting officers" are

\

valid. Heller v. Abess, 134 FLA 610 at 184 Sol. 122 (1938). In
Fulcher v. Texas state Board of Public Accountancy, 571 S.W. 2d.
366 (Tex. Civ. App., 1978), an injunction against persons holding
themselves out as having expert accounting knowledge, and
prohibiting, inter alia, the use of the term "public accounting
officers", by persons who were not registered accountants, was
upheld.

Differing results and conclusions have followed attempted
prohibitions against the use of the terms "accountant" or
"accounting", or similar terms, by persons who are not licensed
to practice accounting. In Fulcher v. Texas state Board of
Public Accountancy, 571 S.W. 2d. 366 (Tex. Civ. App. 1978), it
was held that the First Amendment rights of a person who was not
a registered accountant were not violated by a court order
injoining him from using the words "public accounting officers",
"accounting officers", "accounting practitioner, account,
accounting, accountant", or any abbreviation or derivation
thereof. However, in Comprehensive Accounting Service Co. v.
Maryland State Board of Public Accountancy, 284 Md. 474, 397 A.
2d 1019, 4 ALR 4th 1188, discussed above, the court held that a
statute's prohibition against the use of the work "accountant"
and "accounting" by uncertified practitioners was a violation of
their right to free speech.

In upholding the prohibition against the use of the word
"accountant" in Fulcher, the court not only found that there had
not been a violation of the First Amendment, but also found that
the due process clause was not violated since the statute was
reasonably related to the legislature's intention to protect the
public by regulating the practice of public accounting through
the issuance of permits and licenses to those who were qualified
to engage in the practice. Therefore, the statute did ~ot amount
to an unwarranted regulation of private business or the right of
a citizen to pursue an ordinary occupation. Nor did the statute
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abridge the rights of private property or infringe upon rights of
contract in matters of purely private concern bearing no
perceptible relationship to the public interest.

Similarly, in the case of People v. Hill, 66 Cal. App. 3d.,
320, 136 Cal. Rptr. 30 (California First District, 1977), CCH
~64,122, the Court upheld the issuance of a preliminary
injunction requiring a defendant who was not licensed as a
certified public accountant or as a public accountant to stop
using the words "accountant" and "accounting" in conjunction with
his business title. Even though the statue contained no express
prohibition against using those words, the Court pointed out that
the statute did prohibit persons from engaging in the practice of
public accountancy, unless they had valid permits and that people
were deemed to be engaged in that practice of public accountancy,
when they held themselves out to the public as being skilled in
the knowledge, science, and practice of accounting, and also as
qualified and ready to render professional services as public
accountants for compensation. The Court found that the use of
the designation "A-Accounting" in his business title constituted
a misleading holding-out to the public that the person was
engaged in the practice of public accountancy so that he could be
enjoined from using the terms "accountant" and "accounting". (It
does not appear that this case was taken to a higher court or
that arguments regarding First Amendment violations were pursued
or considered by the court to any degree.>

In Dandelake, on the other hand, the court held that while
prohibitions against the use of the designations "certified
public accountants" and "public accountants" were valid, any
attempt to statutorily prohibit uncertified persons doing routine
accounting work from designating themselves as "accountants",
would be unconstitutional. The Court further stated that to
require such uncertified persons to designate themselves as
"bookkeepers", rather than as "accountants", would abridge the
right of private property and infringe upon the right of contract
in purely private matters bearing no relationship to the general
or public welfare, and would tend to create a monopoly for the
benefit of certified public accountants, as well as denying
uncertified accountants the equal protection of the laws and the

C-5



enjoyment of the gains of their own industry.
(Fla. 1957).

90 So. 2d. 323

In other cases where statutes prohibited unregistered or
unlicensed persons from describing themselves as "certified
public accountants" or IIpublic accountants", the courts ~ave held
that the use of the term "accountant" and lIaccounting" by such
persons was not unlawful. Welch Accounting Service v. Walby, 29
Wisc. 2d. 123, 138, N.W. 2d. 139 (1965). CCH !64,026. By its
express terms, the statute in Walby did not apply to persons who
kept books, made trial balances or statements, and prepared
audits or reports, "provided such audits or reports are not used
or issued by the employers as having been prepared by a public
accountant". Id.

In the case of Burton v. Accountant's Society of Virginia,
213 Va. 642, 194 S.E. 2d. 684 (1973), the earlier statute enacted
in 1928 which made it a misdemeanor for a person who is not
registered as a public accountant to represent himself in any way
as a public accountant was found to only prohibit persons who are
not certified or registered public accountants from using the
title "public accountants", not the title "accountant". Persons
who are neither certified nor registered public accountants
therefore were free to use the title "accountant" in describing
themselves to the public.

The Burton decision found ambiguity as to its prohibitory
nature in statutory language indicating that:

"Nothing contained in this chapter shall
prohibit any person from engaging in any
accountancy work for one or more persons so
long as such person does not hold himself out
to the public as a certified public
accountant, public accountant, or accountant
or auditor, offering his or her services to
all those who may choose to apply ••. "

Whereas, the lower court had found the language appearing to
prevent the use of the term "accountant" to be unconstitutional,
the appellate court in Burton did not reach the constitutional
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question but found the statute to be ambiguous on its face.
Therefore, the use of the term "accountant" was not prohibited.
As to those not registered as public accountants nor licensed as
CPA'S, the court stated:

This leaves them free to employ the title
'accountant' in distinguishing themselves to
the public".

213 VA. at 645.

A prohibition against the use of the term "accountant" or a
prohibition against the performance for others by a non-CPA of
certain accounting functions is also subject to challenge as
violative of the right to substantive due process. Although such
a challenge is theoretically possible, it is difficult to
establish. One who attacks a statute on due process grounds
bears the burden of proving the absence of the existence of a
rational basis for the statute, viz, that the statutory
prohibition does not need to be a real and substantial
relationship to the governmental object sought to be obtained.
Under the protection of the public from fraud and deception
objective of the accountancy laws a challenger would have to
prove the absence of a rational basis by showing that the public
would not be deceived if uncertified practitioners were permitted
to refer themselves as "accountants". Evidentiary hearings would
have to be held to permit such a showing.

In Manning v. Nevada state Board of Accountancy, 673 p.2d
494, it was held that the state board was not entitled to
injunctions restraining the use of the word "accountant" in a
business pursuant to a statute which prohibited use of the work
"accountant" by a person unless that person held live permits,
where there was not a bit of evidence suggesting that defendants'
accounting services had not been satisfactory, where the board
had actual knowledge for many years of defendants' use of work
"accountant" in his practice, and where the board did not
promptly enforce its right to enjoin practice but waited 15 years
while defendant worked hard to build a practice that enabled him
to make a tolerable living. The case relied upon the theory of
estoppel, and the overriding goal of equity to achieve justice
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and prevent the unconscientious and inequitable assertion or
enforcement of claims. The court found that to now bar Manning
from the practice he had carried on under the described
circumstances would be unfair and unjust.

3. Permissible Functions

There are various provisions in statutes, in regulations,
and in case law which set forth functions which may be performed
for more than one person, partnership or corporation by a person
who is neither a licensed CPA nor a registered PA. Generally,
the only kinds of professional services or functions for which
licensing may be required are: (a) the audit function, the
expression of opinions or financial statements; (b) the review
function,--the issuance of reports in standard form upon reviews
of financial statements; and (c) the compilation function--the
issuance of reports in standard form upon compilations of
financial statements.

The certified accountants assert that it is a point of
fundamental significance that the audit function is defined, not
in terms of the work actually done, but rather in terms of the
issuance of an opinion or report, that is, the making of
assertions, explicit or implied, about work that has been done.

Reflecting such a concept, some states by statute prohibit a
non-CPA or non-PA from signing or offering his name with any
work indicating expert knowledge in accounting to any opinion or
attestation regarding the reliability of financial information.
Limitations, either by statute or regulation, on the ability to
serve the public as an accountant are often expressed through the
concept of "practice of public accountancy" and the definition
thereof. The "Model Public Accountancy Bill" approved for
publication by Boards of Directors of the American Institute of
certified Public Accountants (AICPA) and the National Association
of state Boards of Accountancy (NASBA) defines the concept as
follows:

"'Practice of (or practicing) public
accountancy' means the performance or the
offering to perform by a person or firm
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holding itself out to the public as a
licensee, for a client or potential client,
of one or more kinds of services involving
the use of accounting or auditing skills,
including the issuance of reports on
financial statements, or of one or more kinds
of management advisory or consulting
services, or the preparation of tax returns
or the furnishing of advice on tax matters."

The Virginia code also uses the term but defines it somewhat
differently:

"'Practice of public accountancy' or 'public
accounting' means the giving of an assurance,
in a report or otherwise, whether expressly
or implicitly, unless this assurance is given
by an employee to his employer."

Code of Virginia, Title 54, §54-102.24.

Although the Virginia code prohibits the practice of public
accountancy by persons who do not hold valid licenses, it also
clearly provides that non-licensed persons may use the title
"accountantll~/ and may perform services involving the use of
accounting skills by stating:

"Section 54.102.33. Inapplicability of
chapter.-A. Nothing contained in this
chapter shall be construed to prevent any
person from describing himself as an
'accountant' or a 'bookkeeper' or from
stating that he practices accountancy or
bookkeeping; nor shall this chapter be
construed to prevent any person from
performing services involving the use of
accounting skills, from rendering tax
services, management advisory or consulting
services, or from the keeping of books of

~/ Cf., discussion of Burton case, supra.
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account and related accounting reaards, or
from preparing financial statements without
the expression of an opinion or an assurance.

"B. Nothing contained in this chapter shall
be construed to prevent any person from
stating that he has prepared, compiled,
assembled or drafted a financial statement,
provided he does not use any additional
language which comprises an assurance."

Even though there have been concerted efforts by groups such
as the AICPA to urge the adoption of a more uniform, complete and
restrictive statutes and regulations in the various states, there
is still a hodge-podge of regulation. The existing statutes and
regulations are often unclear, ambiguous, and apparently
incomplete. Some of that lack of clarity and ambiguity is
evidenced in the discussion of the statutes and cases dealing
with the use of titles, discussed earlier in this Memorandum.
Because of the lack of clarity, the ambiguity, and the different
definitions given for the same or similar terms, it is difficult
to provide definitive comparisons and evaluations of even the
different provisions among the states regarding the use of titles
such as CPA, PA or "accountant". The problem becomes even more
complex and frustrating when trying to determine what functions
may be performed or services provided by non-ePA's or non-PAis
under the statutes and regulations of the various states.

A further complicating factor is the tendency of some
regulations to go beyond the apparent scope of authority in the
statute or to give terms new definitions that may not be
consistent with the statute. It is to be remembered that in the
absence of judicial review and affirmation it may well be that
regulations and administrative interpretations and rulings may
not be supportable and may, upon challenge, be set aside.

It has already been pointed out that the effort to regulate
the practice of accountancy and the use of titles may not always
be consistent. The same problem is even more pronounced when
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evaluating the attempted regulation of the performance of certain
functions.

Because of the slightly different language used in the
statutes and the regulations of the differing states, it is
difficult to make a precise comparison or contrast between each
of the states in any simplified "chart". Therefore, to avoid an
attempt at categorically listing matters that cannot be fully
categorized without possible confusion, the approach will be to
summarize the basic regulatory treatment of CPA'S, public
accountants, accountants, and the tasks or functions which each
can perform on a state-by-state analysis. The start of that
state-by-state analysis will begin with the states closest to
Virginia, where there would be a greater likelihood of
accountants operating in each of the jurisdictions.

* * *

North Carolina: North Carolina provides certificates for
certified public accountants, registers public accountants, and

also recognizes the category of "accountant". Accountant is
defined as: "a person engaged in the public practice of
accountancy, who is neither a certified public accountant nor a
public accountant". CCH Accountancy Reports, !35,001, General
statutes of North Carolina, 1981, section 93-l(a).

Section 93-!(a)(5) provides:

itA person is engaged in the 'public practice
of accountancy' who holds himself out to the
public as a certified public accountant or an
accountant and in consideration of
compensation received or to be received
offers to perform or does perform, for other
persons, services which involve the aUditing
or verification of financial transactions,
books, accounts, or records, or the
preparation, verification or certification of
financial, accounting, and related statements
intended for publication or renders
professional services or assistance in or
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about any and all matters of principle or
detail relating to accounting procedure and
systems, or the recording, presentation or
certification and the interpretation of such
service through statements and reports."

From this language, it can be seen that an accountant can be
engaged in the public practice of accountancy. There is a
specific provision that makes such actions not unlawful. Section
93.6 provides:

"Practice as accountants permitted - use of
misleading titles prohibited. It shall be
unlawful for any person to engage in the
public practice of accountancy in this state
who is not a holder of a certificate as a
certified public accountant issued by the
Board, or is not registered as a public
accountant under the provisions of this
Chapter, unless such person uses the term
'accountant' and only the term 'accountant'
in connection with his name on all reports,
letters of transmittal, or advice, and on all
stationery in documents used in connection
with his service as an accountant, and
refrains from the use in any manner of any
othe,r ti tIe or descr iption in such practice."

Id. at !35,006.

From the foregoing, it can be seen that in North Carolina a
person can practice public accountancy as an "accountant", as
long as he does not use the term "certified public accountant" or
"public accoun·tant" and only describes himself with the term
"accountant". It is clear from Section 93-6 that an accountant
can prepare a "report" and he can perform the other named acts
listed in Section 93-1(5) under the description of "public
practice of accountancy", as provided in the plain language of
the statute.
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North Carolina provides a license tax on public practice of
accountants, whereby each person engaged in the public practice
of accounting as a principal or as a manager of the business of
public accountant, must pay a license of $25.00 and, in addition,
pay a license of $12.50 for each person employed who is engaged
in the capacity of supervising or handling the work of auditing,
devising, or installing, systems of accounts. Id. at !35,031,
statute Section l05-41{c).

According to an opinion of the Attorney General of North
Carolina of August 21, 1931, directors of local governments are
authorized to approve contracts for auditing executed by
boards of education with persons not registered as "certified
public accountants" under the state accountancy law. The state
accountancy law is held not to exclude persons of ordinary skill
from making simple audits where no claims are advanced to
professional skill "in analysis, verification and audit of
financial records and the interpretation of such service through
statements and reports".

In the case of Duggins v. North Carolina state Board of
Certified Public Accountant Examiners, Id., !63,109; 212 S.E. 2d.
656 (1975), the North Carolina Court of Appeals ruled that a
lawyer who worked for a CPA, where over 50% of his work was in
tax accounting matters, still did not satisfy the experience
requirement of at least two years on the field staff of a
certified public accountant in public practice, or have served
two or more years as an Internal Revenue agent, or special agent,
or shall have served at least two years on the field staff of the
North Carolina state auditor. Duggins had passed the written
examination and then had gone to law school and become a lawyer
and had practiced law for more than four years with a Greensboro
f.irm under the supervision of an individual who was both a lawyer
and a CPA, and where over 50% of Duggins' work was on tax
accounting matters.

* * *

Maryland: A license is required before an individual may
practice certified public accountancy. Id., !22,047, Annotated
Code of Maryland, Section 2-301(a). The "practice of public
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accountancy" means to perform any of the following accountancy
se.rvices:

"(1) Conducting an audit or an examination
of financial statements; or

.. (2) providing a written certification or
opinion as to the correctness of the
information or as to the fairness of the
presentation of the information in any: (i)
financial statement; (ii) schedule; (iii)
report; or (iv) exhibit."

Id., !22,033; Section 2-l0l(e).

There is a specific provision in Maryland that provides if
the person does not engage in any activity expressly included in
the practice of certified public accountancy, the title does not
prohibit:

"(1) Any individual from serving as an
employee of or assistant to a licensee or
permit holder; or

"(2) Any person from providing or offering
to the public bookkeeping and accounting
services, including the following activities:

(i) developing or installing a bookkeeping
system; (ii) recording or presenting
financial information; (i i i ) prepar i ng: 1 •
a financial statement; 2. a schedule; or 3.
a report and exhibits; or (iv) any similar
activity."

In Maryland, Section 2-603 of the Annotated Code provides
that unless a person is authorized to practice certified public
accountancy, a person may not represent to the public by use of
the titles "licensed certified public accountant", "certified
public accountant", "public accountant", or "auditor"~ by use of
the abbreviation "CPA", or by other title, by description of
services, methods or procedures, or otherwise that the person is
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authorized to practice certified public accountancy. CCH,
Accountancy Law Reports, !22,095. The Maryland statute does not
directly provide for a separate category, whether registered or
licensed or otherwise, known as "public accountant".

* * *

District of Columbia: The accountancy law of the District
of Columbia, like other jurisdictions, provides for the licensing
of certified public accountants and the registration of "public
accountants" and prohibits non-licensed and non-registered
persons from using such titles, or similar titles, as designated
in the statute. D.C. Code, Title 2, Sec. 2-105; CCH !1,005. The
statute contains no direct prohibition against the use of the
term "accountant". However, there is a statutory prohibition
against the indication in any opinion or certificate that a
person "is either an accountant or an auditor or has expert
knowledge in accounting or auditing" unless he is a licensed PA

or PA. Such prohibition does not, however, apply to an employee
with reference to the affairs of the organization when the
employee designates his position, title or office. The
prohibition relates to the signing or affixing of a name:

" ••• to any opinion or certificate attesting
in any way to the reliability of any
representation or estimate in regard to any
person or organization embracing financial
information or facts concerning compliance
with conditions established by law or
contract, including but not limited to
statutes, ordinances, regulations, grants,
loans and appropriations, together with any
wording accompanying or contained in the
opinion or certificate •••. "

D.C. Code, Title 2, Sec. 2-105(f) and (g); CCH !10,005. This
provision apparently indicates that a person who is not a
licensed CPA or registered public accountant cannot affix his
name to an opinion or certificate dealing with financial
information in a capacity as "accountant".
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* * *

West Virginia: certified public accountants are required to
have a certificate and a current registration card. A Public
Accountant or P.A. must be registered and have a current
registration card. CCH Accountancy Law Reports, !52,061, West
Virginia Code of 1931, as amended, Sec. 30-9-10. In West
Virginia, the term "Public Accountant" is used to apply to a
person who is in practice as a public accountant on the date the
law governing CPA's was enacted. It serves as a grandfather
provision to permit such a "public Accountant" to continue
practice without having met all of the requirements subsequently
imposed on a CPA. A public accountant must obtain a registration
card each year in order to continue practice. The Statute
provides that a person shall be deemed in practice as a public
accountant:

"(a) who holds himself out to the public in
any manner as one skilled in the knowledge,
science and practice of accounting, and as
qualified and ready to render professional
service therein as a public accountant for
compensation; or .••

"(C) who offers to the public to perform for
compensation, or who does perform for the
public for compensation, professional
services that involve or require an
examination, verification, investigation, or
review of financial transactions and
accounting records; or ...

"(d) who prepares reports on examinations of
books or records of account, balance sheets,
and other financial, accounting and related
schedules, exhibits and statements or reports
which are to be used for publication, credit
purposes or are to be filed with any
governmental agency; or ...
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" (e) who, in general or as an incident to
such work, renders professional assistance to
the public for compensation in any or all
matters relating to counting procedure and to
the recording and presentation of financial
facts or data."

West Virginia Laws 1959, Ch. 128, Sec. 30-9-3; CCH !52,053.

The prohibitions and penalties regarding the unauthorized
practice as a CPA or as a public accountant have certain provisos
outlining what can be done by someone who does not hold such
certificates or registrations. First, persons can engage "in any
accountancy work" for others so long as they do not hold
themselves out to the public as CPA's, public accountants, "or
accountant or auditor, offering his or her services to all those
who may choose to apply". Further, nothing prevents the
employment of uncertified persons who are not public accountants
"insubordinate capacities", by a p.roper1y certified or registered
person. Id., Sec. 30-9-10; !52,06l.

* * *

Tennessee: The Tennessee law provides that no person "shall
engage in the practice of public accountancy" unless such person
is either a certified public accountant or a licensed public
accountant, both as defined in the law. The practice of public
accountancy is defined as follows:

"'Practice of public accountancy' means
representing oneself to the public as skilled
in the knowledge, science and practice of
accounting; as qualified and ready to render
professional services therein as a public
accountant or certified public accountant for
compensation, and performing such work of an
accountant for more than one employer on a
fee basis, or otherwise, in any of the
following services: auditing; devising and
installing systems; recording and
presentation of financial information or
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data; preparing financial statements,
schedules, reports, and exhibits for
publication, credit purposes, use in courts
of law and equity, and for other
purposes •..• "

Tennessee Accountancy Act of 1980, Acts 1980, Ch. 518, Sec.
62-1-103; CCH !45,003. The prohibition against the practice of
pUblic accountancy does not apply to: (1) any persons serving
as an employee of any other person and performing accountancy
functions for his employer; or (2) to a person serving as an
employee of or an assistant to a CPA or a public accountant if
that person works under the control and supervision of a CPA or
public accountant; and (3) to an officer, employee, partner, or
principal of an organization affixing his signature to a
statement or report in reference to the financial affairs of the
organization, with any wording designating the person, title or
office which he holds. Id., Sec. 62-1-106; CCH '45,006.

* * *

Kentucky: The Kentucky accountancy law broadly defines the
"practice of public accountancy" to encompass the offering to
perform, or the performance for a client or potential client of
"one or more types of services involving the use of accounting or
auditing skills, or one or more types of management advisory or
consulting services, or the preparation of tax returns or the
furnishing of advice on tax matters". Kentucky Revised statutes,
CA. 325, Sec. 325.220(5); CCH !19,031. The Kentucky definition
of practice of public accountancy specifically provides that the
definition "does not prohibit anyone who is not a certified
public accountant from performing accounting services, such as
the preparation of tax returns or financial statements, for which
attestation by the preparer is not required". Id. Uncertified
persons may work as employees in the offices of CPA's but cannot
issue accounting or financial statements under their own names.
Opinion of Attorney General, 7/20/48; CCH i19,036.l0.

The Kentucky statute places restrictions on the use of the
name or of the title of "certified public accountant", "public
accountant", or similar designation. rd. at Sec. 325.380, CCH
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~l9,051. The same section prohibits persons from assuming or
using such titles or designations as "certified accountant,
chartered accountant, enrolled accountant, licensed accountant,
registered accountant, accredited auditor, accounting
practitioner, accredited accountant, expert accountant, expert
auditor, certified auditor, 'or any other title or designation
likely to be confused with certified public accountant and public
accountant" or any of the abbreviations, CA, AP, PA, EA, RA, LA,
or AA or similar abbreviations likely to be confused with CPA.
It is to be noted that the single term, not modified, of
"accountant" is not expressly prohibited as to its use. However,
there is a further prohibition in the terms that:

"No person shall sign or affix his name or
any trade or assumed name used by him in his
profession or business to any opinion or
certificate attesting in any way to the
reliability of any representation or estimate
in regard to any person or organization
embracing (a) financial information or (b)
facts respecting compliance with conditions
established by law or contract, including but
not limited to statutes, ordinances,
regulations, grants, loans, and
appropriations, together with any wording
accompanying or contained in such opinion or
certificate, which indicates (i> that he is
an accountant or auditor, or (ii) that he
has expert knowledge in accounting or
auditing", unless he holds a permit ..• "

* * *

The foregoing review of some of the provisions of the
accountancy laws of the jurisdictions which border Virginia shows
the variation in the regulation of the accounting profession. A
review covering more states would compound that complexity and
confusion.

C-19



Conclusion

Accountants who are not CPA's or PA's are not specifically
regulated in most states. Some states do prohibit the use of the
term/title "accountant", standing alone, by persons who are not
CPA's or PA'Si most states do not prohibit such use. Most states
restrict the practice of public accountancy to licensed CPA's and
registered PA's and then try to define the term so that the
performance of those functions or services which call for the
greatest reliance on the expertise and competence of the
practitioner in such matters as audits, reports, and
compilations, where opinions and assurances are provided, are
restricted to licensed CPA's and registered PA's. The definition
of what constitutes the practice of public accountancy, and those
functions which can be performed by unlicensed, plain
"accountants" (if the use of the term is not prohibited) varies
significantly from state-to-state.
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Matrix or State Authorization for Practice as
Certified Public Accountants (ePAs),

Public Accountants (PAs), and "Third Tier" Practitioners," etc,

Registered §5034, repealed
1968, §5070,1, '6055, 6091 No

"Registered Accountant" (R,A.) title used No
§12-2-116, '7016 (Designation: "Public
Accountant" may bc used without certificate
or authority, without violation, CCH &7015.10)

State Certified Public Accountant

--------- --------------~-----------

Alabama Certificate §34-1-4, '20043

Alaska Certificate §08,04,100, '3011

Arizona Certificate §32-721, '4011

Arkansas Certificate §71-613, '5003

California Certificate §5033, '6054

Colorado Certificate §12-2-108
'7008

Public Accountant1

--------~~------~----------'-----~~-------

Registered §34-1-8, '2008 (10/1/73)

License §08,04 180, '3019 (4/26/60)

(Repealed, 1980)

Registration §71-615 (7/1/80), ~5006

Third Ticr2

No

No

No

Connecticut Certificate §20-282, '8057 Authority §20-283 (for vets) 6/29/55, '8059 No

Delaware Certificate § 106, '9006 Permit, §110, 19010 No

D.C. Certificate §2-107, '10,007 Registered §2-109, , 10,009 No

Florida Certificate/License §473.302 None No
'11,002

1Also encompasses the usc of similar titles of Licensed Public Accountant (L.P,A.), Chancred Accountant (C.A.).
2Authorized/licensed/permitLed form of "public accountant," "accounting practitioner,1J or similar designation other
than CPA and "grandfathcrcd" public accountants.
3Refercnces prececdcd by It, .. symbol are to the indicated paragraph in Commerce Clearing Housc's (CCH)
"Accountancy Law Reporter," Date refcrences arc to granqfalher date where indicated in statute.



State

Georgia

Certified Public Accountant

Certificate §43-3-6, ~ 12,006

Public Accountant

Registered §43-3-13, '12,013

Third Tier

Registered
§43-3-13,
'12,013

Hawaii Certificate §466-5, '13,005 Registered §466-6, '13,006

Idaho Certificate §54-211, 114,011 Registration §54-214, 114,014

Illinois Certificate §1[5501], , 15,004 License §9[5510], 15,013

Indiana Certificate §25-2-1-4, '16,004 Registered §25-2-1-7 (repealed)
'16,010

No

No

No

License:
"A.P.ft
It Accounting
Practitioner ll

§25-2-1-20,
'16,010

Iowa

Kansas

Kentucky

Louisiana

Maine

Maryland

Massachusetts

Certificate §116.5, '17,005

Certificate §1-302, '18,012

Certificate §325.261, , 19,036

Certificate §§77, 81
'20,007, 20,011

Certificate §§3980, 3981
~21,Oll, 29,012

Certificate/License §2-30 I
~22,047

Certificate §87B, '23,123

Registered §116.6, '17,006 (7/1/75)

None

Registration: §325.31 0, ~ 19,042

None. (See §77, '20,007)

Certificate; §§3984, 3985, '21,021, 21,022

No category separate from CPA §2-603, '122,095

Registration/License §87C (11/17/73), '23,125

License
tt Accounting
Practitioner"
§116.7
, 17,007

No

No

No

License
§3986
'21,024

No
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