
























































































































SMART - Running Construction Budgets DRAFT
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1631 P.001728 G2 Annabel C. Perry PK8 SMART Program Renovations  $            3,065,000  $         5,015,037  $        2,037,465 3,797,000$             A 5,015,037$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC Di Pompeo Construction Corporation

1791 P.002110 G5 Apollo MS SMART Program Renovations  $            6,915,000  $         6,915,000  $        4,682,885 3,113,591$             E 6,800,000$            RGD Consulting Engineers

2221 P.000415 G2 Atlantic Technical College & HS SMART Renovations  $            8,952,000  $         8,952,000  $        6,154,986 12,363,211$           E 15,824,910$          M.C. Harry and Associates, Inc.

4702 P.001959 G1 Atlantic Technical College Arthur Ashe SMART Program 

Renovations (CC-A)

 $            1,242,000  $         1,242,000  $           815,458 2,484,957$             A 3,078,449$            Nyarko Architectural Group Decktight Roofing Services, Inc

2511 P.001796 G2 Atlantic West ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,617,000  $         2,617,000  $        1,780,638 3,581,586$             E 4,584,430$            FICE Design, Inc.

0343 P.001686 G2 Attucks MS Phase 1 SMART Program Renovations  $            3,040,778  $         3,040,778  $        2,036,701 3,319,873$             A* 4,451,717$            FICE Design, Inc. BEC Group

0343 P.001633 G1 Attucks MS Phase 2 SMART Program Renovations  $               918,125  $            918,125  $           602,812 816,965$                E 1,175,200$            GLE Associates, Inc

2611 P.002044 G4 Bair MS SMART Program Renovations  $            1,517,000  $         1,517,000  $        1,018,937 871,367$                A* 1,517,000$            Song & Associates, Inc.

2001 P.001944 G1 Banyan ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,243,000  $         1,243,000  $           816,114 1,691,549$             A 2,205,979$            Song & Associates, Inc. Sagoma Construction Services

0641 P.001786 G3 Bayview ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,481,565  $         2,688,739  $           956,704 1,915,303$             A 2,688,739$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC Thornton Construction Company

0201 P.002085 G5 Bennett ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,814,000  $         1,814,000  $        1,218,425 -$                        4,000,000$            DLFC Architects Grace & Naeem Uddin, Inc.

0361 P.001646 G1 Blanche Ely HS SMART Program Renovations (CMAR)  $          14,255,436  $       21,444,436  $        9,586,824 18,241,000$           A 21,444,436$          Wolfberg Alvarez & Partners, Inc. Morganti Group, Inc.

0971 P.002065 G4 Boulevard Heights ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,790,000  $         3,790,000  $        2,556,096 4,734,401$             E 6,060,033$            Rodriguez Architect, Inc.

1741 P.001360 G1 Boyd H. Anderson HS Media Center Construction  $            2,018,340  $         2,018,340  $        2,018,340 826,400$                A 2,018,340$            M.C. Harry and Associates, Inc. State Contracting & Engineering 

Corp.
1741 P.001846 G3 Boyd H. Anderson HS SMART Program Renovations  $            5,274,000  $         5,274,000  $        3,409,148 8,604,463$             E 11,013,713$          M.C. Harry and Associates, Inc.

0871 P.001974 G4 Bright Horizons Center SMART Program Renovations  $            1,663,000  $         1,663,000  $        1,109,397 2,886,000$             A 3,556,100$            Song & Associates, Inc. Lego Construction Co

0811 P.001638 G1 Broadview ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,845,614  $         1,845,614  $           630,930 4,381,583$             A 5,475,130$            M.C. Harry and Associates, Inc. OAC Action Corp

0501 P.002037 G4 Broward Estates ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,763,000  $         2,763,000  $        1,855,849 5,556,652$             A 6,752,168$            Song & Associates, Inc. West Construction

1671 P.001920 G3 C. Robert Markham ES SMART Program Renovations  $            9,159,000  $         9,159,000  $        5,935,878 5,288,026$             A* 7,913,830$            Carty Architecture, LLC Burke Construction

1461 P.001661 G3 Castle Hill ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,109,000  $         3,676,030  $        1,406,927 2,967,617$             A 3,676,030$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC CB Constructors, Inc.

2641 P.001757 G2 Central Park ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,927,475  $         4,927,475  $        3,300,392 6,079,000$             A 7,973,000$            CSA Central, Inc Lunacon

3771 P.002040 G4 Challenger ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,349,000  $         1,349,000  $           891,540  $            2,897,400 A 3,555,100$            Song & Associates, Inc. Grace & Naeem Uddin, Inc.

2961 P.001732 G2 Chapel Trail ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,688,000  $         1,688,000  $        1,126,075 3,457,306$             A 4,538,436$            GLE Associates, Inc Advanced Roofing

3221 P.001818 G3 Charles Drew ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,017,000  $         3,017,000  $        2,020,768 4,162,623$             E 5,328,157$            FICE Design, Inc.

0301 P.001848 G3 Charles Drew FRC SMART Program Renovations  $            3,278,000  $         3,278,000  $        2,195,584 1,962,999$             E 3,278,000$            Sol-ARCH, Inc.

3391 P.001847 G3 Charles W. Flanagan HS SMART Program Renovations 

(CMAR)

 $            8,533,000  $       15,326,361  $        5,819,841 10,676,080$           A 14,748,800$          Song & Associates, Inc. Core Construction Services

1421 P.001413 G1 Coconut Creek ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,527,618  $         5,044,761  $        3,032,570 3,802,197$             A 4,692,444$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC Lego Construction Co

1681 P.001753 G2 Coconut Creek HS SMART Program Renovations  $            4,302,000  $         4,302,000  $        2,962,497 4,106,020$             E 5,506,560$            M.C. Harry and Associates, Inc.

3741 P.002088 G5 Coconut Palm ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,056,000  $         1,056,000  $           697,899 2,318,917$             E 2,968,214$            RGD Consulting Engineers

0231 P.001937 G3 Colbert Museum Magnet (fka Colbert ES) SMART Program 

Renovations 

 $               756,000  $            756,000  $           496,365 1,255,368$             A 1,590,903$            SGM Engineering, Inc. Thornton Construction Company

0331 P.001659 G4 Collins ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,774,000  $         1,774,000  $        1,162,030 1,970,574$             A 2,452,300$            GLE Associates, Inc Core Construction Services

1211 P.002150 G5 Cooper City ES SMART Program Renovations  $               867,000  $            867,000  $           572,991 1,004,803$             E 1,286,148$            RGD Consulting Engineers M.A.C. Construction Inc.

1931 P.002133 G5 Cooper City HS SMART Program Renovations  $            8,609,000  $         8,609,000  $        5,830,074 -$                        11,622,150$          Song & Associates, Inc. D. Stephenson Construction 

Company
2011 P.002122 G4 Coral Cove ES SMART Program Renovations (T&B)  $               148,000  $            148,000  $             22,796 22,796$                  A 148,000$               Koldaire, Inc.

3861 P.002080 G5 Coral Glades HS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,366,000  $         2,366,000  $        1,589,192 5,407,751$             E 6,921,921$            DLFC Architects

3041 P.002045 G3 Coral Park ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,681,000  $         1,681,000  $        1,129,092 812,140$                A 1,332,450$            Song & Associates, Inc. Lego Construction Co

1151 P.001765 G2 Coral Springs HS SMART Program Renovations  $          10,631,000  $       10,631,000  $        7,230,753 10,812,722$           A* 14,462,000$          M.C. Harry and Associates, Inc. Gulf Building, LLC

2561 P.001979 G4 Coral Springs MS SMART Program Renovations  $          10,502,000  $       10,502,000  $        7,112,026 13,014,314$           E 16,800,000$          Rodriguez Architect, Inc. Munilla Construction Management

2551 P.001923 G1 Coral Springs PK8 Phase 1 ADA Restrooms, Fire Alarm, 

Fire Sprinkler

 $            1,735,262  $         1,735,262  $        1,157,604 1,736,802$             E 2,223,107$            ACAI Associates, Inc.

2551 P.001982 G5 Coral Springs PK8 Phase 2 SMART Program Renovations  $            2,538,000  $         2,538,000  $        1,620,761 3,978,522$             E 5,092,508$            RGD Consulting Engineers

3111 P.002063 G5 Country Hills ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,413,000  $         4,413,000  $        2,976,266 5,328,197$             E 6,820,092$            Song & Associates, Inc.

2981 P.002002 G3 Country Isles ES SMART Program Renovations  $               558,000  $            558,000  $           368,776 969,678$                A 1,239,660$            Nyarko Architectural Group Grace & Naeem Uddin, Inc.

0901 P.001676 G5 Cresthaven ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,416,123  $         4,416,123  $        2,978,373 -$                        6,762,500$            CES Engineering Services, LLC

0221 P.002086 G5 Croissant Park ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,661,000  $         3,661,000  $        2,469,094 5,645,192$             E 7,225,846$            DLFC Architects

3222 P.002081 G5 Cross Creek School SMART Program Renovations  $            1,260,000  $         1,260,000  $           832,720 1,557,923$             E 1,994,141$            DLFC Architects

1871 P.000816 G5 Crystal Lake MS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,235,525  $         2,235,525  $        1,501,555 2,085,186$             E 2,861,472$            Rodriguez Architect, Inc. T&G Constructors

3623 P.001774 G2 Cypress Bay HS SMART Program Renovations 13,739,000$          13,739,000$       9,320,892$         25,604,000$           A 32,578,000$          Zyscovich Architects Morganti Group, Inc.
1781 P.001412 G1 Cypress ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,299,167  $         3,752,064  $        2,209,761 2,840,165$             A 3,744,200$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC Lego Construction Co

2123 P.002120 G3 Cypress Run EC SMART Program Renovations (T&B)  $                 77,000  $              77,000  $             20,418 21,490$                  A 77,000$                 Koldaire, Inc.

0101 P.002061 G5 Dania ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,502,000  $         2,502,000  $        1,680,540 -$                        3,377,700$            RGD Consulting Engineers

3697 P.001972 G2 Dave Thomas EC East SMART Program Renovations  $               758,000  $            758,000  $           500,954 2,190,567$             A 2,619,494$            The Tamara Peacock Company Overholt Construction Corp.

2801 P.001899 G3 Davie ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,876,000  $         2,876,000  $        1,883,877 3,931,585$             A 5,096,700$            Wolfberg Alvarez & Partners, Inc. Lego Construction Co

0011 P.001820 G3 Deerfield Beach ES SMART Program Renovations  $            6,233,445  $         6,233,445  $        4,330,000 3,777,000$             A 5,611,445$            ACAI Associates, Inc. OAC Action Corp
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1711 P.001694 G1 Deerfield Beach HS Phase 1 SMART Program Renovations  $            8,774,000  $         8,774,000  $        5,900,542 5,314,000$             A 7,359,400$            Wolfberg Alvarez & Partners, Inc. H.A. Contracting

1711 P.002134 G5 Deerfield Beach HS Phase 2 SMART Program Renovations  $            3,912,000  $         3,912,000  $        2,638,376 -$                        5,281,200$            Laura M. Perez & Associates, Inc.

0911 P.002142 G5 Deerfield Beach MS SMART Program Renovations  $            4,333,000  $         4,333,000  $        2,922,312 -$                        10,000,000$          DLFC Architects

0391 P.002036 G4 Deerfield Park ES SMART Program Renovations  $            5,240,000  $         5,240,000  $        3,534,021 4,685,306$             A 6,224,840$            Rodriguez Architect, Inc. Advanced Roofing

0371 P.001726 G1 Dillard 6-12 SMART Program Renovations  $            4,232,000  $         4,232,000  $        2,915,612 6,736,263$             A 8,498,232$            Sol-ARCH, Inc. T&G Constructors

0271 P.001915 G4 Dillard ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,677,000  $         1,677,000  $        1,126,405 3,171,306$             A* 4,065,440$            Song & Associates, Inc. Advanced Roofing

3962 P.002118 G5 Discovery ES SMART Program Renovations (T&B)  $               150,000  $            150,000  $           100,500 39,680$                  A 150,000$               Koldaire, Inc.

1611 P.001662 G2 Dr. MLK Montessori Academy SMART Program 

Renovations 

 $            1,061,000  $         1,061,000  $           730,366 691,299$                A 956,859$               SGM Engineering, Inc. Grace & Naeem Uddin, Inc.

0721 P.002064 G5 Driftwood ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,735,000  $         1,735,000  $        1,165,363 2,779,397$             E 3,557,628$            RGD Consulting Engineers

0861 P.001837 G2 Driftwood MS SMART Program Renovations  $            5,544,000  $         5,544,000  $        3,713,337 6,287,000$             A 8,345,700$            LIVS Associates Lunacon

3461 P.001746 G1 Eagle Point ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,820,000  $         4,820,000  $        3,228,406 4,433,357$             A 6,145,450$            Williamson Dacar Associates, Inc. Burke Construction

3441 P.001722 G2 Eagle Ridge ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,259,000  $         3,306,383  $        1,506,993 2,325,813$             A 3,306,383$            The Tamara Peacock Company Lego Construction Co

3191 P.001897 G3 Embassy Creek ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,524,000  $         3,524,000  $        2,317,564 3,436,445$             A 4,864,700$            Wolfberg Alvarez & Partners, Inc. G.E.C. Associates, Inc.

3301 P.002111 G5 Endeavour Primary LC ES SMART Program Renovations  $               957,000  $            957,000  $           632,471 1,999,998$             A 2,360,590$            The Tamara Peacock Company D. Stephenson Construction 

Company
2942 P.001948 G2 Everglades ES SMART Program Renovations (CC-A)  $            1,212,000  $         1,212,000  $           795,761 1,825,306$             A 2,344,500$            Song & Associates, Inc. Advanced Roofing

3731 P.001985 G3 Everglades HS SMART Program Renovations  $            3,669,000  $         3,669,000  $        2,474,489 5,091,140$             A 6,376,254$            The Tamara Peacock Company Lego Construction Co

1641 P.001785 G2 Fairway ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,003,000  $         4,003,000  $        2,681,184 5,889,000$             A 7,510,900$            Nyarko Architectural Group Thornton Construction Company

3622 P.001902 G3 Falcon Cove MS SMART Program Renovations (CMAR)  $          10,741,000  $       10,741,000  $        7,223,355 17,908,033$           A 22,788,000$          Zyscovich Architects OHL Building, Inc.

2541 P.002135 G3 Flamingo ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,955,000  $         1,955,000  $        1,314,599 1,487,500$             A 2,160,000$            SGM Engineering, Inc. Grace & Naeem Uddin, Inc.

0851 P.002001 G4 Floranada ES SMART Program Renovations  $               776,000  $            776,000  $           512,850 2,390,306$             A 2,838,840$            Nyarko Architectural Group Advanced Roofing

3051 P.001865 G3 Forest Glen MS SMART Program Renovations  $            5,189,000  $         5,189,000  $        3,475,560 6,990,000$             A 9,047,800$            Via Design Studio Thornton Construction Company

2631 P.000827 G1 Forest Hills ES HVAC Upgrade/Replacement  $            2,100,000  $         2,100,000  $        1,512,000 885,577$                C 1,019,529$            GLE Associates, Inc Hyvac

2631 P.001926 G1 Forest Hills ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,336,000  $         2,419,601  $           877,175 1,911,992$             A 2,419,601$            Song & Associates, Inc. FHP Tectonics Corp.

0951 P.001839 G3 Fort Lauderdale HS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,409,000  $         2,409,000  $        1,687,778 2,939,899$             A 3,772,887$            Sol-ARCH, Inc. West Construction

3531 P.001973 G4 Fox Trail ES SMART Program Renovations  $               770,000  $            770,000  $           508,885 1,019,140$             A 1,397,150$            Via Design Studio Lego Construction Co

3642 P.001863 G3 Gator Run ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,571,000  $         2,571,000  $        1,715,130 3,235,748$             A 4,116,323$            Via Design Studio Overholt Construction Corp.

2021 P.001968 G3 Glades MS SMART Program Renovations  $               386,000  $            386,000  $           255,103 52,893$                  E 386,000$               Via Design Studio

2851 P.001745 G2 Griffin ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,258,000  $         4,126,208  $        1,506,326 3,296,363$             A 4,126,208$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC Anatom Construction, Inc.

0592 P.001822 G2 Gulfstream Academy of Hallandale Beach (FKA Hallandale 

Adult & Community) SMART Program Renovations

 $            5,161,700  $         5,161,700  $        3,457,275 3,799,000$             A 5,161,700$            ACAI Associates, Inc. Thornton Construction Company

0131 P.002072 G5 Gulfstream Academy of Hallandale Beach (FKA Hallandale 

ES) SMART Program Renovations

 $            1,090,000  $         1,090,000  $           720,369 1,557,897$             E 1,994,108$            RGD Consulting Engineers

3931 P.002055 G2 Gulfstream Early Learning Center of Excellence (FKA 

Gulfstream MS) SMART Program Renovations

 $            4,746,000  $         4,746,000  $        3,410,000 4,850,000$             A 6,148,347$            Silva Architects, LLC Grace & Naeem Uddin, Inc.

0403 P.002115 G5 Hallandale Magnet HS Ph 2 SMART Program Renovations  $            6,955,000  $         6,955,000  $        4,709,974 4,422,320$             E 6,955,000$            Song & Associates, Inc.

0491 P.002068 G5 Harbordale ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,049,000  $         1,049,000  $           693,273 1,490,530$             E 1,907,878$            RGD Consulting Engineers G.E.C. Associates, Inc.

3131 P.001784 G2 Hawkes Bluff ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,903,000  $         2,903,000  $        1,936,609 5,490,306$             A 6,809,437$            Sol-ARCH, Inc. Advanced Roofing

1011 P.001986 G4 Henry D. Perry EC SMART Program Renovations  $            5,807,000  $         5,807,000  $        3,916,424 7,383,256$             A 9,308,580$            Laura M. Perez & Associates, Inc. Lego Construction Co

3961 P.002147 G5 Heron Heights ES SMART Program Renovations  $               657,000  $            657,000  $           434,204 417,749$                E 657,000$               RGD Consulting Engineers Thornton Construction Company

0121 P.001983 G4 Hollywood Central ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,817,000  $         4,817,000  $        3,248,737 6,972,140$             A 8,658,350$            The Tamara Peacock Company Lego Construction Co

0111 P.001845 G4 Hollywood Hills ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,999,000  $         2,999,000  $        2,022,620 -$                        5,000,000$            Tamara Peacock Company

1661 P.001806 G2 Hollywood Hills HS SMART Program Renovations  $          14,521,000  $       14,521,000  $        9,886,781 18,408,668$           A 21,675,351$          ACAI Associates, Inc. James B. Pirtle Construction

1761 P.001788 G2 Hollywood Park ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,185,000  $         4,185,000  $        2,803,087 5,227,500$             A 6,965,250$            CSA Central, Inc Burke Construction

2531 P.002038 G4 Horizon ES SMART Program Renovations  $               813,000  $            813,000  $           537,303 1,170,000$             A 1,539,000$            Song & Associates, Inc. Cosugas LLC

3471 P.001748 G2 Indian Ridge MS SMART Program Renovations  $            5,115,000  $         6,060,102  $        3,425,995 4,699,211$             A 5,593,626$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC Lego Construction Co

3181 P.001980 G4 Indian Trace ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,530,000  $         3,530,000  $        2,380,743 6,750,689$             E 8,640,882$            LIVS Associates

2751 P.001675 G1 J.P. Taravella HS ADA RR (CC-A)  $               458,554  $            458,554  $           321,927 191,037$                E 458,554$               Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC

2751 P.001942 G4 J.P. Taravella HS SMART Program Renovations  $          10,990,000  $       10,990,000  $        7,256,588 12,185,000$           A* 15,699,000$          Song & Associates, Inc. Morganti Group, Inc.

1971 P.002059 G5 James S. Hunt ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,833,000  $         4,833,000  $        3,259,528 4,148,728$             E 6,186,240$            RGD Consulting Engineers

2121 P.001743 G2 James S. Rickards MS SMART Program Renovations  $            5,009,000  $         5,009,000  $        3,354,997 7,978,710$             A 10,701,080$          Williamson Dacar Associates, Inc. West Construction

0831 P.001886 G3 Lake Forest ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,913,000  $         1,913,000  $        1,276,174 2,450,306$             A 3,115,142$            Nyarko Architectural Group Advanced Roofing

3591 P.002070 G5 Lakeside ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,899,000  $         2,899,000  $        1,947,197 3,339,306$             A 4,284,240$            Rodriguez Architect, Inc. Advanced Roofing
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0621 P.002073 G5 Larkdale ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,401,000  $         1,401,000  $           925,906 1,997,140$             A 2,690,350$            CES Engineering Services, LLC Lego Construction Co

1701 P.001637 G1 Lauderdale Lakes MS SMART Program Renovations  $            6,481,000  $         6,481,000  $        4,358,492 4,947,000$             A 6,481,000$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC Di Pompeo Construction Corporation

0431 P.001635 G1 Lauderdale Manors ELC SMART Program Renovations  $            2,974,056  $         2,974,056  $        1,984,011 5,415,000$             A 6,950,500$            CSA Central, Inc Burke Construction

1391 P.001801 G2 Lauderhill 6-12 SMART Program Renovations  $            6,126,000  $         6,126,000  $        4,119,754 5,692,430$             E 7,841,280$            FICE Design, Inc.

1382 P.002092 G5 Lauderhill Comm School at Park Lakes LC (fka Castle Hill 

Annex) SMART Program Renovations

 $               644,000  $            644,000  $           425,613 718,174$                E 919,263$               DLFC Architects

1381 P.002066 G5 Lauderhill-Paul Turner ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,295,000  $         2,295,000  $        1,541,503 4,204,546$             E 5,381,819$            CES Engineering Services, LLC

3821 P.001999 G4 Liberty ES SMART Program Renovations  $               377,000  $            377,000  $           249,155 303,084$                A 465,093$               Song & Associates, Inc. FHP Tectonics Corp.

1091 P.001824 G2 Lloyd Estates ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,252,000  $         2,252,000  $        1,502,323 2,681,221$             E 3,431,963$            FICE Design, Inc.

3101 P.002141 G5 Lyons Creek MS SMART Program Renovations  $            3,049,000  $         3,049,000  $        2,056,342 -$                        6,000,000$            DLFC Architects

3841 P.001759 G1 Manatee Bay ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,759,000  $         2,384,661  $        1,173,440 1,906,326$             A 2,284,661$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC Lego Construction Co

2741 P.001998 G4 Maplewood ES Media Center  $               362,000  $            362,000  $           243,419 190,000$                A 362,000$               Song & Associates, Inc. Lunacon

2741 P.001639 G1 Maplewood ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,279,629  $         2,279,629  $        1,520,754 3,507,115$             A 4,575,455$            M.C. Harry and Associates, Inc. Lunacon

1161 P.001647 G1 Margate ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,618,753  $         4,618,753  $        3,093,612 5,918,500$             E 8,564,000$            Song & Associates, Inc.

0581 P.001836 G3 Margate MS SMART Program Renovations  $            8,636,000  $         8,636,000  $        5,807,737 8,383,379$             E 11,054,080$          LIVS Associates

3011 P.002185 G5 Marjory Stoneman Douglas HS Building Replacement  $       18,000,000  $      12,600,000 12,613,478$           A NOT SMART Zyscovich Architects Pirtle Construction Company

3011 P.000817 G5 Marjory Stoneman Douglas HS SMART Program 

Renovations 

 $          10,107,805  $       10,107,805  $        6,845,075 11,482,175$           E 14,697,184$          Song & Associates, Inc. D. Stephenson Construction 

Company
0341 P.002125 G5 Mary M. Bethune MS SMART Program Renovations  $            3,151,000  $         3,151,000  $        2,125,134 -$                        4,253,850$            RGD Consulting Engineers

0241 P.001954 G4 McArthur HS SMART Program Renovations  $          15,811,496  $       15,811,496  $      10,751,897 22,115,000$           E 28,966,000$          Rodriguez Architect, Inc. Gilbane Building Company

0841 P.001964 G3 McNab ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,295,000  $         1,295,000  $           850,256 2,681,306$             A 3,210,437$            ACAI Associates, Inc. Advanced Roofing

0481 P.001941 G2 McNicol MS SMART Program Renovations  $            1,345,000  $         1,345,000  $           883,084 821,859$                A 1,202,138$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC FHP Tectonics Corp.

0761 P.002083 G5 Meadowbrook ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,061,000  $         1,061,000  $           701,204 582,956$                E 1,061,000$            RGD Consulting Engineers T&G Constructors

4772 P.002046 G4 Millennium 6-12 Collegiate Academy SMART Program 

Renovations

 $            2,935,000  $         2,935,000  $        1,971,377 3,496,928$             E 4,441,099$            Song & Associates, Inc.

0531 P.001727 G1 Miramar ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,798,000  $         3,798,000  $        2,543,877 4,877,000$             A 6,084,935$            The Tamara Peacock Company Di Pompeo Construction Corporation

1751 P.002003 G4 Miramar HS SMART Program Renovations  $          11,007,000  $       11,007,000  $        7,454,016 14,525,774$           E 18,000,000$          M.C. Harry and Associates, Inc. Thornton Construction Company

1841 P.002011 G3 Mirror Lake ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,720,000  $         1,720,000  $        1,147,423 3,038,785$             A 3,833,400$            ACAI Associates, Inc. West Construction

3541 P.002148 G5 Monarch HS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,224,000  $         2,224,000  $        1,493,814 -$                        6,000,000$            DLFC Architects

2691 P.001996 G1 Morrow ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,386,623  $         2,386,623  $        1,592,131 1,200,000$             A 1,917,583$            Delta G Consulting Engineers, Inc. T+G Corporation

3911 P.002143 G5 New Renaissance MS SMART Program Renovations  $            3,554,000  $         3,554,000  $        2,396,930 -$                        6,500,000$            CES Engineering Services, LLC

0881 P.001710 G1 New River MS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,242,000  $         2,242,000  $        1,495,652 3,343,297$             A 4,324,600$            Crain Atlantis Engineering, Inc. Burke Construction

2671 P.002112 G5 Nob Hill ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,859,000  $         1,859,000  $        1,248,651 2,117,120$             E 2,709,914$            The Tamara Peacock Company

0561 P.001969 G3 Norcrest ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,110,000  $         2,110,000  $        1,417,242 2,360,000$             A 3,182,500$            The Tamara Peacock Company Burke Construction

0521 P.001890 G5 North Andrews Gardens ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,278,000  $         2,278,000  $        1,530,084 4,450,152$             E 5,696,195$            Tamara Peacock Company

1191 P.001849 G1 North Fork ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,933,000  $         1,933,000  $        1,275,106 3,456,863$             E 4,424,785$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC

2231 P.001903 G1 North Lauderdale PK8 SMART Program Renovations  $            1,436,000  $         1,436,000  $           942,832 1,921,957$             A 2,529,350$            GLE Associates, Inc Thornton Construction Company

0041 P.001992 G3 North Side ES SMART Program Renovations (CC-A)  $            1,696,000  $         1,696,000  $        1,136,320 2,825,073$             A 3,465,430$            ACAI Associates, Inc. OAC

1241 P.002301 G5 Northeast HS New Addition and Renovation to Building 12  $       17,840,962  $      11,953,445 16,280,108$           E 18,900,000$          Zyscovich Architects Pirtle Construction Company

1241 P.001684 G1 Northeast HS SMART Program Renovations (CMAR)  $          13,886,000  $       13,886,000  $        9,419,750 19,996,611$           A 24,531,005$          ACAI Associates, Inc. Pirtle Construction Company

1282 P.002149 G5 Nova Blanche Foreman ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,748,000  $         1,748,000  $        1,305,072 2,476,205$             E 3,169,542$            RGD Consulting Engineers

1271 P.002145 G5 Nova Dwight D. Eisenhower ES SMART Program 

Renovations 

 $            1,031,000  $         1,031,000  $           681,377 997,670$                E 1,319,680$            RGD Consulting Engineers Thornton Construction Company

1281 P.001817 G2 Nova HS SMART Program Renovations  $          19,563,000  $       19,563,000  $      13,291,313 25,422,614$           A 31,826,745$          ACAI Associates, Inc. Pirtle Construction Company

1311 P.001898 G3 Nova MS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,602,000  $         2,602,000  $        2,286,624 5,375,215$             A 6,639,300$            Wolfberg Alvarez & Partners, Inc. Burke Construction

1311 P.002027 G2 Nova MS SMART Fire Sprinklers  $               903,000  $            903,000  $           582,226 200,731$                A 200,731$               Wolfberg Alvarez & Partners, Inc. Pirtle Construction Company

0031 P.001895 G3 Oakland Park ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,061,000  $         3,061,000  $        2,013,071 4,510,755$             A 5,762,330$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC Lunacon Construction Group

0461 P.001712 G1 Oakridge ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,606,000  $         3,606,000  $        2,455,464 3,777,373$             A 5,079,860$            Nyarko Architectural Group OAC

0471 P.001955 G3 Olsen MS SMART Program Renovations  $            7,073,000  $         7,073,000  $        4,670,232 8,397,969$             A 11,054,315$          Song & Associates, Inc. Johnson-Laux Construction

1831 P.001970 G4 Oriole ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,176,000  $         3,176,000  $        2,141,995 5,533,393$             E 7,082,743$            Via Design Studio

3311 P.001885 G3 Palm Cove ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,212,000  $         3,530,659  $        1,475,639 2,794,956$             A 3,341,529$            Nyarko Architectural Group Lego Construction Co

1131 P.002084 G5 Palmview ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,952,000  $         3,952,000  $        2,665,353 3,402,225$             E 5,058,560$            RGD Consulting Engineers

3571 P.002069 G5 Panther Run ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,434,000  $         1,434,000  $           947,715 2,883,140$             A 3,562,970$            CES Engineering Services, LLC Lego Construction Co

3761 P.001988 G4 Park Lakes ES SMART Program Renovations  $               774,000  $            774,000  $           511,528 430,349$                A 774,000$               Song & Associates, Inc. Grace & Naeem Uddin, Inc.
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1951 P.001844 G5 Park Ridge ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,184,000  $         2,184,000  $        1,466,947 2,730,553$             E 3,495,108$            CES Engineering Services, LLC

3171 P.002062 G5 Park Springs ES SMART Program Renovations  $            5,021,000  $         5,021,000  $        3,386,321 6,268,145$             E 8,023,226$            KVH Architects, PA

3781 P.002116 G5 Park Trails ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,314,000  $         2,314,000  $        1,554,265 2,620,187$             A* 3,590,200$            Song & Associates, Inc. Burke Construction

3631 P.002082 G5 Parkside ES SMART Program Renovations  $               846,000  $            846,000  $           559,112 2,083,557$             E 2,666,953$            RGD Consulting Engineers Sagoma Construction Services

0701 P.001617 G1 Parkway MS Roofing Bldg 22 & 24  $               754,360  $            754,360  $           754,360 754,360$                C 754,360$               

0701 P.001807 G1 Parkway MS SMART Program Renovations  $            3,166,640  $         3,166,640  $        2,120,996 -$                        6,500,000$            Crain Atlantis Engineering, Inc.

2071 P.001634 G1 Pasadena Lakes ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,023,000  $         4,023,000  $        2,657,072 4,778,811$             E 6,116,878$            FICE Design, Inc.

2661 P.001842 G3 Pembroke Lakes ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,554,000  $         2,554,000  $        1,703,789 4,157,356$             E 5,321,416$            Crain Atlantis Engineering, Inc.

1221 P.001864 G3 Pembroke Pines ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,909,000  $         3,909,000  $        2,618,224 3,699,000$             A 5,084,000$            CES Engineering Services, LLC T&G Constructors

0931 P.002041 G4 Peters ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,038,000  $         3,038,000  $        2,048,923 5,048,005$             E 6,461,446$            Delta G Consulting Engineers, Inc.

0653 P.002121 G4 Pine Ridge EC SMART Program Renovations (T&B)  $                 74,000  $              74,000  $             20,418 20,418$                  A 74,000$                 Koldaire, Inc.

2861 P.002004 G4 Pines Lakes ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,483,000  $         1,483,000  $           980,099 1,200,000$             A* 1,722,800$            Laura M. Perez & Associates, Inc. Cosugas LLC

1881 P.002130 G5 Pines MS SMART Program Renovations  $               395,000  $            395,000  $           261,051 572,123$                A 701,730$               Rodriguez Architect, Inc. Messam Construction

2811 P.001949 G3 Pinewood ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,908,000  $         1,908,000  $        1,272,838 3,452,000$             A 4,306,000$            Song & Associates, Inc. Lego Construction Co

2571 P.001793 G3 Pioneer MS SMART Program Renovations  $            8,298,000  $         8,298,000  $        5,580,430 9,096,994$             A 11,765,193$          Williamson Dacar Associates, Inc. Lego Construction Co

1901 P.001744 G1 Piper HS SMART Program Renovations  $          14,381,000  $       14,381,000  $        9,792,249 14,964,000$           A 20,491,400$          Wolfberg Alvarez & Partners, Inc. H.A. Contracting

0941 P.002119 G5 Plantation ES SMART Program Renovations (T&B)  $               145,000  $            145,000  $             97,150 38,600$                  A 145,000$               Koldaire, Inc.

1451 P.001916 G4 Plantation HS SMART Program Renovations  $          14,949,000  $       14,949,000  $        9,870,677 14,070,000$           E 18,470,000$          Song & Associates, Inc. Thornton Construction Company

0551 P.001729 G2 Plantation MS SMART Program Renovations  $            3,448,000  $         3,448,000  $        2,309,449 5,234,820$             A 6,636,300$            Sol-ARCH, Inc. Lee Construction

1251 P.002136 G5 Plantation Park ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,983,000  $         1,983,000  $        1,331,939 2,691,418$             E 3,445,015$            Rodriguez Architect, Inc. G.E.C. Associates, Inc.

0751 P.001713 G2 Pompano Beach ES SMART Program Renovations  $            5,224,000  $         5,224,000  $        3,499,003 4,799,140$             A 6,614,551$            Williamson Dacar Associates, Inc. T&G Constructors

0185 P.002091 G5 Pompano Beach HS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,644,000  $         2,644,000  $        1,775,919 1,896,084$             E 3,384,320$            DLFC Architects

0021 P.001721 G1 Pompano Beach MS SMART Program Renovations  $            8,084,000  $         8,084,000  $        5,436,515 9,887,982$             A 12,871,180$          Nyarko Architectural Group Thornton Construction Company

3121 P.001754 G2 Quiet Waters ES SMART Program Renovations  $            4,621,000  $         6,197,000  $        3,095,117 4,799,926$             A 6,197,000$            Williamson Dacar Associates, Inc. Anatom Construction, Inc.

2721 P.001725 G2 Ramblewood ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,860,000  $         2,860,000  $        1,907,923 3,245,144$             A 4,213,158$            Nyarko Architectural Group Anatom Construction, Inc.

2711 P.001867 G3 Ramblewood MS SMART Program Renovations  $            4,544,000  $         4,544,000  $        3,043,543 5,192,037$             A 6,878,241$            CES Engineering Services, LLC OAC Action Corp

2891 P.001866 G3 Riverglades ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,670,000  $         2,670,000  $        1,781,173 2,227,434$             A 3,118,177$            Via Design Studio Lunacon Engineering Group

0151 P.001987 G4 Riverland ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,506,000  $         1,506,000  $        1,011,548 3,330,814$             A 4,057,192$            Laura M. Perez & Associates, Inc. OAC Action Corp

3031 P.002039 G4 Riverside ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,500,000  $         1,500,000  $        1,007,518 1,671,270$             E 2,139,226$            Song & Associates, Inc.

3701 P.001950 G3 Rock Island ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,234,000  $         1,234,000  $           810,205 1,785,608$             A 2,306,944$            Song & Associates, Inc. Decktight Roofing Services, Inc

1851 P.001896 G3 Royal Palm STEM Magnet (fka Royal Palm ES) SMART 

Program Renovations

 $            3,633,000  $         3,633,000  $        2,389,248 6,377,140$             A 7,908,900$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC Lego Construction Co

0891 P.002132 G5 Sanders Park Elementary Magnet School SMART Program 

Renovations

 $            4,773,000  $         4,773,000  $        3,219,062 5,282,332$             E 6,761,385$            DLFC Architects

3061 P.001924 G3 Sandpiper ES SMART Program Renovations  $               469,000  $            469,000  $           307,930 749,894$                A 921,942$               Hammond and Associates, Inc. Thornton Construction Company

3401 P.002127 G5 Sawgrass ES SMART Renovations  $            2,646,000  $         2,646,000  $        1,777,262 3,968,668$             E 5,079,895$            RGD Consulting Engineers

3431 P.001841 G3 Sawgrass Springs MS SMART Program Renovations  $            6,323,975  $         6,323,975  $        4,252,893 7,246,484$             E 9,275,500$            BRPH Architects/Engineers, Inc

2871 P.001632 G2 Sea Castle ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,810,975  $         2,810,975  $        1,875,219 2,971,072$             A 4,319,154$            Crain Atlantis Engineering, Inc. CB Constructors, Inc.

0601 P.001951 G2 Seagull Alternative HS SMART Program Renovations  $            1,324,000  $         1,324,000  $           869,296 1,873,553$             A 2,455,082$            Song & Associates, Inc. Grace & Naeem Uddin, Inc.

1891 P.002047 G4 Seminole MS SMART Program Renovations  $            4,619,000  $         4,619,000  $        3,115,199 7,700,000$             E 9,856,000$            Delta G Consulting Engineers, Inc.

1811 P.001636 G1 Sheridan Hills ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,231,764  $         3,231,764  $        2,164,615 5,745,553$             E 7,354,308$            Williamson Dacar Associates, Inc.

1321 P.002071 G5 Sheridan Park ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,115,000  $         3,115,000  $        2,100,854 4,790,073$             E 6,131,293$            Song & Associates, Inc.

1051 P.002060 G5 Sheridan Technical College SMART Program Renovations  $            7,770,000  $         7,770,000  $        5,261,897 9,795,612$             E 12,538,383$          Silva Architects, LLC D. Stephenson Construction 

Company
1051-1 P.002128 G5 Sheridan Technical HS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,070,000  $         2,070,000  $        1,390,375 -$                        2,794,500$            Laura M. Perez & Associates, Inc.

3371 P.002009 G3 Silver Lakes ES SMART Program Renovations  $               744,000  $            744,000  $           488,487 1,857,342$             A 2,249,741$            Nyarko Architectural Group Atlas Apex Roofing, Inc.

2971 P.002144 G5 Silver Lakes MS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,150,000  $         2,150,000  $        1,444,109 -$                        2,902,500$            CES Engineering Services, LLC

3491 P.002146 G5 Silver Palms ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,343,000  $         1,343,000  $           887,574 3,584,762$             E 4,350,000$            RGD Consulting Engineers Messam Construction

3081 P.001984 G3 Silver Ridge ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,958,000  $         1,958,000  $        1,315,147 2,402,000$             A 3,032,700$            The Tamara Peacock Company Lego Construction Co

3581 P.001906 G3 Silver Shores ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,034,000  $         1,034,000  $           678,891 1,798,491$             C 2,098,000$            GLE Associates, Inc Lego Construction Co

3331 P.001406 G1 Silver Trail MS SMART Program Renovations  $            4,655,000  $         6,203,150  $        3,117,890 4,876,455$             A 6,203,150$            Nyarko Architectural Group CB Constructors, Inc.

0171 P.001838 G3 South Broward HS SMART Program Renovations  $            5,682,000  $         5,682,000  $        3,902,535 8,275,545$             A 10,765,100$          LIVS Associates Johnson-Laux Construction

8/31/2020 4 of 5



SMART - Running Construction Budgets DRAFT

Loc ID Project ID Fundin

g year

Project Name  2017 DEFP 2018 DEFP ORIGINAL FLCC CONSTRUCTION 

BID AMOUNT or 

100% ESTIMATE

TOTAL 

PROJECTED 

BUDGET

AE Contractor/CMAR

2351 P.002090 G5 South Plantation HS SMART Program Renovations  $            4,397,000  $         4,397,000  $        2,965,475 2,818,399$             E 3,607,551$            RGD Consulting Engineers

2351 P.002090-HVC G5 South Plantation HS SMART Program Renovations HVAC  $                           -  $                     -    $                     -   2,739,246$             E 3,506,235$            SGM Engineering, Inc.

0921 P.002067 G5 Stephen Foster ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,339,000  $         2,339,000  $        1,571,057 4,128,983$             E 5,285,098$            Song & Associates, Inc.

0691 P.001905 G3 Stirling ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,221,000  $         2,221,000  $        1,481,643 3,441,002$             A 4,376,295$            GLE Associates, Inc Anatom Construction, Inc.

0211 P.002163 G5 Stranahan HS Cafe/Kitchen SMART Program Renovations  $            6,675,000  $         6,675,000  $        4,673,000 -$                        6,675,000$            LIVS Associates

0211 P.001683 G1 Stranahan HS SMART Program Renovations  $          14,902,557  $       28,491,577  $      11,011,046 24,660,511$           A 28,491,577$          Wolfberg Alvarez & Partners, Inc. Gilbane Building Company

0611 P.001939 G2 Sunland Park Academy SMART Program Renovations  $               498,000  $            498,000  $           328,680 1,130,000$             A 1,379,100$            SGM Engineering, Inc. Lego Construction Co

0251 P.001819 G2 Sunrise MS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,706,000  $         2,706,000  $        1,805,189 5,396,140$             A 6,656,050$            FICE Design, Inc. Lego Construction Co

3661 P.001971 G3 Sunset Lakes ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,211,000  $         1,211,000  $           800,337 2,419,140$             A 2,991,500$            The Tamara Peacock Company Lego Construction Co

1171 P.002079 G5 Sunshine ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,166,000  $         1,166,000  $           770,597 1,800,000$             E 2,304,000$            DLFC Architects Messam Construction

2621 P.002049 G4 Tamarac ES Media Center  $               295,000  $            295,000  $           190,207 170,073$                A 295,000$               Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC S3S Construction

2621 P.001724 G1 Tamarac ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,191,000  $         3,191,000  $        2,137,312 1,575,000$             A 2,462,657$            Crain Atlantis Engineering, Inc. T&G Constructors

0571 P.001808 G2 Tedder ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,188,000  $         3,188,000  $        2,135,302 3,142,378$             A 4,215,616$            Sol-ARCH, Inc. OAC Action Corp

3151 P.002042 G4 Tequesta Trace MS SMART Program Renovations  $            3,291,000  $         3,291,000  $        2,219,554 -$                        4,936,500$            LIVS Associates

1021 P.001892 G3 The Quest Center SMART Program Renovations  $            1,688,000  $         1,688,000  $        1,126,075 1,234,401$             A 1,688,000$            Nyarko Architectural Group Messam Construction

3291 P.001674 G5 Thurgood Marshall ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,999,736  $         1,999,736  $        1,343,180 3,563,265$             E 4,560,979$            The Tamara Peacock Company Gulf Building, LLC

3481 P.002129 G5 Tradewinds ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,711,000  $         1,711,000  $        1,149,242 3,089,000$             A 3,843,900$            Rodriguez Architect, Inc. Lego Construction Co

0731 P.001904 G2 Tropical ES SMART Program Renovations  $               912,000  $            912,000  $           598,790 1,389,326$             E 1,778,337$            GLE Associates, Inc FHP Tectonics Corp.

1621 P.001952 G2 Village ES SMART Program Renovations (CC-A)  $            1,003,000  $         1,003,000  $           658,538 1,240,562$             A* 1,587,919$            Song & Associates, Inc.

3321 P.002000 G4 Virginia Shuman Young ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,724,000  $         1,724,000  $        1,157,974 3,820,206$             A 4,628,230$            Nyarko Architectural Group Advanced Roofing

0321 P.001938 G2 Walker ES SMART Program Renovations (CC-A)  $            1,591,000  $         1,591,000  $        1,061,366 2,834,582$             A 3,428,090$            SGM Engineering, Inc. OAC Action Corp

3001 P.002010 G3 Walter C. Young MS SMART Program Renovations (CMAR)  $            9,213,000  $         9,213,000  $        6,083,253 10,696,294$           E 13,691,256$          Laura M. Perez & Associates, Inc. Core Construction Services

0511 P.002074 G5 Watkins ES SMART Program Renovations  $               921,000  $            921,000  $           608,679 2,530,580$             A* 3,035,840$            RGD Consulting Engineers Sagoma Construction Services

2881 P.002114 G5 Welleby ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,775,000  $         2,775,000  $        1,863,909 3,449,756$             E 4,415,688$            RGD Consulting Engineers

3971 P.002087 G5 West Broward HS SMART Program Renovations (T&B)  $               438,000  $            438,000  $             48,725 48,725$                  A 438,000$               Koldaire, Inc.

0161 P.001794 G2 West Hollywood ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,679,000  $         2,679,000  $        1,787,177 3,003,236$             A 3,910,160$            Crain Atlantis Engineering, Inc. West Construction

2681 P.001823 G2 Westchester ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,545,142  $         3,545,142  $        2,374,514 1,892,071$             A 2,998,000$            FICE Design, Inc. OAC Action Corp

2831 P.001967 G4 Western HS SMART Program Renovations  $            4,226,000  $         4,226,000  $        2,779,235 3,734,800$             E 5,409,280$            LIMCO Engineering, Inc.

3871 P.002131 G5 Westglades MS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,837,000  $         2,837,000  $        1,905,553 3,674,214$             E 4,702,994$            RGD Consulting Engineers

2052 P.002043 G4 Westpine MS SMART Program Renovations  $            2,285,000  $         2,285,000  $        1,534,786 3,698,640$             A 4,615,500$            Song & Associates, Inc. Grace & Naeem Uddin, Inc.

0631 P.001993 G2 Westwood Heights ES SMART Program Renovations  $            1,720,000  $         1,720,000  $        1,147,423 3,482,517$             A 4,237,269$            ACAI Associates, Inc. Lego Construction Co

0452 P.001711 G1 Whiddon-Rogers EC SMART Program Renovations  $            5,326,000  $         5,326,000  $        3,567,322 7,690,831$             E 9,844,264$            Cartaya Associates

1752 P.002089 G5 Whispering Pines EC SMART Program Renovations  $            2,100,000  $         2,100,000  $        1,410,526 3,174,569$             E 4,063,448$            RGD Consulting Engineers D. Stephenson Construction 

Company
1071 P.001900 G3 William E. Dandy MS SMART Program Renovations  $            3,195,000  $         3,195,000  $        2,101,196 5,737,368$             A 7,175,104$            Jorge A. Gutierrez Architect LLC Lunacon Construction Group

2771 P.001965 G3 William T. McFatter Technical Broward Fire Academy 

SMART Program Renovations

 $               256,000  $            256,000  $           168,081 489,002$                A 614,512$               Nyarko Architectural Group Decktight Roofing Services, Inc

1291 P.001658 G2 William T. McFatter Technical College SMART Program 

Renovations

 $            7,371,525  $         7,371,525  $        4,957,373 6,617,196$             A* 9,435,552$            Sol-ARCH, Inc.

0191 P.001917 G4 Wilton Manors ES SMART Program Renovations  $            3,438,000  $         3,438,000  $        2,261,006 3,836,528$             E 4,910,756$            Rodriguez Architect, Inc.

0991 P.001741 G1 Wingate Oaks Center SMART Program Renovations  $            2,558,000  $         2,558,000  $        1,706,457 4,455,700$             A* 5,831,000$            Sol-ARCH, Inc. Lunacon Construction Group

3091 P.001981 G4 Winston Park ES SMART Program Renovations  $            2,681,000  $         2,681,000  $        1,800,771 1,259,161$             A 2,344,600$            CES Engineering Services, LLC Grace & Naeem Uddin, Inc.

n/a n/a SPE Program  $          18,344,617  $       19,247,008  $      10,122,913 n/a A 14,473,747$          

858,997,380$        $939,019,159 $601,178,547 $1,008,553,090 $1,395,857,191 *

Projected SMART Reserves (Total Projected Budget - 2017 DEFP)= 536,859,811$        $249,550,999

* The “Total Projected Budget” includes an allowance for change orders during construction that may or may not be required

A*= Actuals pending Board approval

E = 100% Estimate
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BROWARD COUNTY DISTRICT SCHOOL BOARD 

SUMMARY 

This operational audit of the Broward County School District (District) focused on selected District 
processes and administrative activities and included a follow-up on additional matter findings noted in 
our report No. 2016-180.  Our operational audit disclosed the following:  

Finding 1: Several employment agreements included a severance pay provision that did not appear to 
be consistent with State law. 

Finding 2: According to Florida Department of Education guidance, school districts may pay the 
employer payroll taxes for Florida Best and Brightest Teacher Scholarship Program and Florida Best and 
Brightest Principal Scholarship Program awards from the scholarship program funds.  Notwithstanding, 
for the 2017-18 fiscal year, the District paid $881,000 for those taxes from other resources without Board 
approval of the use of those resources for that purpose. 

Finding 3: The Board had not established a date for completion and presentation of the school internal 
funds’ audit reports to the Board.  Reports for 187 school internal fund audits for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 2017, had not been completed and presented as of September 4, 2018.  A similar finding was 
noted in our report No. 2016-180. 

Finding 4: The District needs to continue efforts to recover salary overpayments.  In addition, District 
payroll procedures need improvement to prevent future salary overpayments. 

Finding 5: The District purchasing card program needs enhancement. 

Finding 6: Some unnecessary information technology (IT) user access privileges existed that increased 
the risk that unauthorized disclosure of the sensitive personal information of students may occur.   

Finding 7: Some other inappropriate or unnecessary IT access privileges existed that increased the 
risk that unauthorized disclosure, modification, or destruction of District data and IT resources may occur. 

Finding 8: IT security controls related to user authentication continue to need improvement. 

BACKGROUND 

The Broward County School District (District) is part of the State system of public education under the 
general direction of the Florida Department of Education and is governed by State law and State Board 
of Education rules.  Geographic boundaries of the District correspond with those of Broward County.  The 
governing body of the District is the Broward County District School Board (Board), which is composed 
of seven elected members.  The appointed Superintendent of Schools is the Executive Officer of the 
Board.  During the 2017-18 fiscal year, the District operated 226 elementary, middle, high, and 
specialized schools; sponsored 89 charter schools; and reported 269,334 unweighted full-time equivalent 
students. 



 Report No. 2019-210 
Page 2 April 2019 

FINDINGS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Finding 1: Severance Pay 

State law1 provides that, on or after July 1, 2011, a unit of government that enters into an employment 
agreement that contains a provision for severance pay with an officer, agent, employee, or contractor 
must include a provision in the employment agreement that precludes severance pay from exceeding 
20 weeks of compensation.  Our discussions with District personnel and examination of District records 
indicated that, as of April 2018, there were ten Board-approved employment agreements containing 
severance pay provisions and we evaluated the propriety of those provisions in all ten agreements. 

We found that the severance pay provisions in four employment agreements were contrary to State law 
as they allowed for severance pay that exceeds 20 weeks of compensation.  Specifically: 

 The General Counsel agreement dated June 15, 2016, provided that, if terminated without cause 
during the first 2 years of the agreement, the General Counsel would be paid the balance due 
through the end of the original term of the agreement or for 6 months, whichever is less.   

 On June 13, 2017, the Board amended three employment agreements with two Deputy General 
Counsels and one Assistant General Counsel to provide that, if terminated in the event of their 
disability to perform fully their duties, the Board would pay as severance pay and in full satisfaction 
of the Board’s obligations, a lump sum equivalent to the salary remaining payable under the 
remaining portion of their respective agreements.   

In response to our inquiries, District personnel indicated that, for the General Counsel agreement, the 
severance pay provision only applied to the first 2 years of the contract and expired in June 2018.  For 
the other three employment agreements with the two Deputy General Counsels and one Assistant 
General Counsel, District personnel agreed that the severance provisions were contrary to State law and, 
as of January 2019, planned to amend the contracts at an upcoming Board meeting. 

Recommendation: The Board should take appropriate action to ensure that severance pay 
provisions in District employment agreements comply with State law. 

Finding 2: Resource Use 

State Board of Education (SBE) rules2 require the Board to annually adopt and spread on its minutes 
salary schedules for District employees.  The schedules so adopted are to be the sole instrument used 
in determining employee compensation.  Such salary schedules must clearly show the method of 
computing employee compensation and individual personnel records for each employee must contain 
evidence of each factor used in calculating that employee’s compensation for the year.  According to 
District personnel, the salary schedule amounts identify employee compensation before payroll taxes are 
applied and District practice is to pay the employer payroll taxes and net compensation amounts from 
the same funding source. 

                                                
1 Section 215.425(4)(a), Florida Statutes. 
2 SBE Rule 6A-1.052, Florida Administrative Code (FAC). 
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The Florida Legislature established the Florida Best and Brightest Teacher Scholarship Program3 to 
reward classroom teachers who achieved high academic standards during their own education.  The 
Florida Legislature also established the Florida Best and Brightest Principal Scholarship Program4 to 
reward school principals who recruit and retain a high percentage of classroom teachers designated as 
Florida’s best and brightest teacher scholars pursuant to State law.      

According to guidance contained in a January 2018 FDOE memorandum, each school district may use 
the applicable portion of funds from the two scholarship programs to pay the applicable employer payroll 
taxes instead of paying those taxes from other resources.  During the 2017-18 fiscal year, the FDOE 
provided the District a total of $11.5 million from the two scholarship programs for 11,702 District 
employees.   

Our examination of District records disclosed that, instead of using applicable scholarship program funds 
to pay the employer payroll taxes, the District paid the taxes from unrestricted resources.  For example, 
for a teacher who received a $6,000 scholarship award, the District expended $6,459, including $6,000 
paid to the employee from scholarship program funding and $459 paid from unrestricted resources for 
the related employer payroll taxes, instead of following FDOE guidance and using $6,000 in scholarship 
program funds to pay both the teacher and the related employer payroll taxes.  By using unrestricted 
resources to pay the employer payroll taxes, District scholarship recipients each received higher 
payments than they otherwise would have.  Collectively, the District disbursed a total of $881,000 from 
unrestricted resources for employer payroll taxes associated with the two scholarship programs.   

According to District personnel, the Board approved budget amendments for salary increases that 
included amounts for teachers and principals paid from the respective scholarship programs.  
Notwithstanding, although we requested, District records were not provided to evidence that the Board 
approved use of unrestricted resources to pay the employer payroll taxes associated with these 
scholarships or approved the higher payment amounts to the scholarship recipients on the 
Board-adopted salary schedule or by other means.  Absent Board approval, the authority for using 
unrestricted resources to pay employer payroll taxes related to the program-funded scholarships and the 
higher payment amounts is not readily apparent.   

In response to our inquiries, District personnel indicated that they received the FDOE memorandum 
allowing the use of scholarship program funding to pay the applicable employer payroll taxes; however, 
due to oversights, funding from the two programs was depleted before the District detected the payroll 
processing errors.  District personnel also indicated that, in subsequent years, the employer payroll taxes 
will be paid from available scholarship program funds.  Use of unrestricted resources without prior Board 
approval not only reduces the amount of those resources for general appropriation and use, but also may 
result in uses that are inconsistent with Board intentions.  

Recommendation: The Board should take action to either authorize District use of the $881,000 
in unrestricted resources for employer payroll taxes applicable to the respective scholarship 
awards or seek and recover from the scholarship recipients the extra amounts paid due to the 
payroll processing errors.  In addition, for future scholarship payments, the District should follow 

                                                
3 Section 1012.731, Florida Statutes. 
4 Section 1012.732, Florida Statutes. 
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FDOE guidance and use available scholarship program funds to pay both the scholarship awards 
and employer payroll taxes or seek Board approval to use other resources to pay those taxes.   

Finding 3: Audits – School Internal Funds  

School internal funds provide an accounting for various school club and class activities.  The Financial 
and Program Cost Accounting and Reporting for Florida Schools (Red Book)5 requires the Board to 
provide for an annual audit of the school internal funds.  State law6 requires the District to provide for an 
audit of its financial statements to be completed within 9 months after fiscal year-end.  As school internal 
funds are an integral part of the District financial reporting entity, it is important that the school internal 
funds audits are available for consideration during the District financial statements audit. 

The District employs internal auditing staff to audit its school internal funds and the Board established an 
Audit Committee to receive and evaluate the District school internal funds audits.  The Audit Committee 
consists of 12 members, each appointed by one of the 9 Board members, the Superintendent, the District 
Advisory Committee, or the Broward County Council of Parent Teacher Association.  At June 30, 2017, 
the District reported school internal funds assets and liabilities of $16.7 million for the District’s 
226 schools.  However, based on discussions with District personnel, the Board had not established a 
date for completion and presentation of the school internal funds audit reports to the Board. 

As shown in Table 1, our review of school internal funds audit reports for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 2017, disclosed that 187 of the 226 school internal fund audit reports had not been completed 
and presented to the Board as of September 4, 2018, over 14 months after the District’s June 30, 2017, 
fiscal year end.   

Table 1 
School Internal Funds Audit Reports 
Not Timely Presented to the Board 

For the Fiscal Year Ended June 30, 2017 

Type of School 

Audit Reports 
Presented to 

Board on 
9/5/2018 

Audit Reports 
Not Presented 
to the Board 

as of 9/6/2018 

Elementary - 134 
Middle 6 22 
High 8 - 
Other  1 16 
Totals 15 172 

Source:  District records. 

In response to our inquiry, District personnel indicated that there were several reasons why the audits 
were not timely completed and presented.  For example: 

                                                
5 Chapter 8, Section 4.2, Red Book. 
6 Section 218.39, Florida Statutes. 
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 Hurricane Irma caused the District to be closed for 7 school days in September 2017, interrupting 
work flow and requiring the September 7, 2017, Audit Committee meeting to be canceled.   

 The Chief Auditor and Office Manager both retired mid-year, requiring the Internal Funds Audit 
Manager to be assigned Chief Auditor duties for 5 months.   

 Following February 14, 2018, the District’s focus was the Marjory Stoneman Douglas High School 
tragedy.   

 The scheduled March 22, 2018, Audit Committee meeting was canceled.   
 The scheduled June 21, 2018, Audit Committee meeting was canceled and rescheduled to 

August 9, 2018, to give the new Chief Auditor, who started in June 2018, time to write an Audit 
Plan to present to the Audit Committee and the Board near the beginning of the school year. 

Notwithstanding the reasons provided for delays, school internal funds audit reports timely presented to 
the Board enhance the relevance and usefulness of the reports for evaluating internal controls over 
school internal funds and District compliance with laws, rules, and Board policies relating to school 
internal funds.  Timely completed and presented reports also allow for consideration of the audits during 
the District financial statements audit.  A similar finding was noted in our report No. 2016-180. 

Recommendation: The Board should establish a date for presenting school internal funds audit 
reports to the Board.  In doing so, the Board should consider the benefits of completing the 
school internal funds audits within a time frame that: 

 Enhances the relevance and usefulness of the audits for evaluating internal controls over 
school internal funds and District compliance with laws, rules, and Board policies relating 
to school internal funds. 

 Allows for consideration of the audits during the District financial statements audit. 

Finding 4: Salary Overpayments 

During the 2017-18 fiscal year, the District incurred $1.9 billion in salary expenditures.  In connection with 
our examination of District records supporting those salary expenditures, we noted that the District had 
identified several salary overpayments totaling $893,035.  In response to our inquiries, District personnel 
indicated that most of the overpayments occurred due to errors associated with employment separations, 
changes in pay, pay supplements, and employee leave or absences.  For example, the three largest 
salary overpayments from the 2017-18 fiscal year were for: 

 An individual who separated from District employment in January 2018, but the District 
inappropriately continued to pay through April 2018, resulting in overpayments totaling $14,303.  
In response to our inquiry, District personnel indicated that the overpayments occurred because 
the Office Manager untimely notified the HR Department 3 months after the employment 
separation.  According to District personnel, as of February 2019, the District had not recovered 
the overpayments. 

 An individual who separated from District employment in August 2017, but the District 
inappropriately continued to pay through October 2017, resulting in overpayments totaling $8,260.  
According to District personnel, the overpayments occurred because the Office Manager untimely 
notified the HR Department a month after the employment separation and the HR Department 
took an additional month to change the individual’s status in the payroll system.  According to 
District personnel, as of February 2019, the overpayments had not been recovered. 
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 An employee who earned a $1,302 supplement payable for 1 month, but the supplement was not 
properly entered into the payroll system, causing the supplement to be paid in each paycheck 
until the error was detected and corrected months later.  District records indicated that the 
overpayments totaling $9,114 had been recovered from the employee as of February 2019. 

District records tracked the salary overpayments and related recovery efforts for the 2015-16, 2016-17, 
and 2017-18 fiscal years.  Table 2 displays the total District-identified salary overpayments by type of 
error and fiscal year. 

Table 2 
Salary Overpayments by Error Type 

and Overpayments Recovered 
During the 2015-16, 2016-17, and 2017-18 Fiscal Years 

Overpayment Error Type 2015-16 2016-17 2017-18 

Employee Separations $158,060 $191,636 $165,440 
Changes in Pay 91,429 117,387 179,837 
Pay Supplements 103,743 119,647 76,089 
Employee Leave/Absence 268,198 229,507 314,961 
Deletion of Hours 94,237 76,240 80,074 
Other 138,060 65,316 76,634 
Overpayment Totals $853,727 $799,733 $893,035 
    

Overpayments Recovered $768,734 $785,862 $721,127 

Source:  District records. 

According to District records, the total outstanding salary overpayment balance as of June 30, 2018, for 
all fiscal years was $712,968, which excluded amounts considered uncollectible according to the 2-year 
statutory limitation.7 

Notwithstanding the District recovery process and efforts, the instances of overpayments are indicative 
of control weaknesses in District payroll processing procedures.  For example, our discussions with 
District personnel disclosed that District procedures require approvers to review and approve the 
employee time management reports within 3 days after the pay period ends.  However, our examination 
of District records supporting four pay periods for 30 selected employees disclosed that the time 
management reports were not timely reviewed and approved by the employee’s supervisor for 10 salary 
payments totaling $40,821.  District records indicated that the review and approval for these payroll 
reports were 3 to 45 days late, or an average of 11 days late; all of which were after the employee had 
been compensated.  Although we requested, District records were not provided to justify why supervisors 
did not promptly review and approve the payroll reports.   

Without prompt supervisory review and approval of time management reports, there is an increased risk 
that employees may be incorrectly compensated, leave balances may not be accurate, and District 
records may not be sufficiently detailed in the event of a salary or leave dispute.  Similar findings were 
noted in our report Nos. 2013-160 and 2016-180.   

                                                
7 Section 95.11(4)(c), Florida Statutes. 
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Recommendation: The District should ensure that, prior to payment, salary payments are 
appropriate, accurate, properly documented and supported, and timely reviewed and approved 
by supervisory personnel.  The District should also continue efforts to timely recover uncollected 
salary overpayments. 

Finding 5: Purchasing Cards 

The District established a Purchasing Card (P-card) program, which gives employees the convenience 
of purchasing items without using the standard purchase order process.  P-cards are designed to provide 
a cost-effective, convenient, and decentralized method for individuals to make certain business 
purchases on behalf of the District.  P-card purchases are subject to the same rules and regulations that 
apply to other District purchases.   

The District designated a Program Administrator to oversee the P-card program and developed a 
comprehensive Purchasing Card Program Policies and Procedures Manual (P-Card Manual) that 
addresses management controls over the issuance, use, and deactivation of P-cards.  The P-Card 
Manual provides, for example, that all purchases must be approved by a principal, department director, 
or immediate supervisor.  All cardholder statements must be returned to the Program Administrator with 
both the cardholder’s and their immediate supervisor’s signatures.  In addition, the cardholder must obtain 
a receipt or invoice for all transactions, reconcile the monthly statement to the receipts, and submit the 
reconciled statement with attached receipts to their principal, department head, or designee.  The 
principal, department head, or designee must review the cardholder statement and receipts and provide 
approval by signing the cardholder statement and sending to the Program Administrator by the 15th day 
of the month.  The P-Card Manual also provides that the District department will notify the Program 
Administrator within 2 weeks for any employee that has transferred, retired, or is no longer with the District 
so the card can be canceled.   

To determine the reasonableness of P-card monthly total transaction dollar limits for the period 
July 1, 2017, through April 10, 2018, we inquired of District personnel and examined District records 
supporting the limits for 830 P-cards issued to 524 District employees or departments8 with monthly 
purchasing limits of $20,000 to $900,000.  We found that 177 P-cards issued to 91 employees or 
departments with limits of $20,000 to $500,000 incurred no activity and 631 P-cards issued to 
457 employees or departments had total monthly dollar expenditures that were 0.01 percent to 48 percent 
of the respective monthly purchasing limit.     

In response to our inquiry, District personnel indicated that the District-assigned cardholder profiles are 
based on cardholder requests and each department monitors expenditures, including P-card 
expenditures, based on the department budget.  However, District procedures had not been established 
for monitoring the P-card purchasing limits and, although we requested, District records were not 
provided to evidence such monitoring.  Absent effective procedures for monitoring P-card purchasing 
limits, there is an increased risk of P-card misuse. 

                                                
8 Employees and departments may have more than one P-card assigned based on their purchasing responsibilities.  
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P-card expenditures totaled $24.5 million, for the period July 1, 2017, through April 10, 2018, and, as of 
April 10, 2018, 963 District P-cards were in use.  Our examination of District records supporting 
30 selected P-card expenditures totaling $219,533 disclosed that: 

 District records did not identify the District purpose for 5 charges totaling $5,905.  For example, a 
$4,999 charge was for a second deposit to a vendor for an event named “Broward Schools (before 
and after school)” and the cardholder was the before and after school director.  The cardholder 
statements were signed by the school director and the director’s supervisor to evidence approval; 
however, no other records existed to justify the purpose for expenditure.   

 4 expenditures totaling $37,051 were supported by cardholder statements signed by the 
cardholder but the cardholder’s supervisor did not sign the statements. 

 3 expenditures totaling $4,601 were supported by cardholder statements that were not signed by 
the cardholder or the cardholder’s supervisor. 

 1 expenditure totaling $1,400 was not supported by a receipt or other documentation to 
demonstrate the authorized District purpose. 

Adherence to the P-Card Manual purchasing restrictions would help ensure that, prior to acceptance of 
P-card charges, District records identify cardholder acceptance of the charges and evidence appropriate 
supervisory review and approval of the purchases.  In addition, enforcement of the P-Card Manual 
requirements would help provide assurance that P-cards are used exclusively for authorized District 
purposes. 

During the 2017-18 fiscal year, 21 cardholders separated from District employment.  We examined 
District records to evaluate the timeliness of P-card cancellations and found that 14 P-cards were not 
timely canceled, including 11 P-cards canceled before our inquiry and 3 P-cards canceled after our 
inquiry.  The cancellations were 20 to 413 days, or an average of 103 days, after the cardholders’ 
employment separation dates.   

In response to our inquiries, District personnel indicated that the untimely cancellations occurred primarily 
because departments did not timely inform the P-card Administrator of the employment separations.  
While the financial institution that administers the District P-card program allows 60 days from the close 
of the cycle in which the transaction is posted to dispute the transaction, untimely cancellation of P-card 
privileges increases the risk that such privileges could be misused by former employees or others and 
may limit the District’s ability to satisfactorily resolve disputed charges. 

Recommendation: The District should: 
 Establish procedures that require and ensure that each cardholder’s total monthly P-card 

purchasing limits are periodically evaluated, based on the cardholder’s District spending 
activity and needs, and adjusted based on the evaluation results. 

 Enhance P-card procedures to ensure that District records are maintained to effectively 
restrict P-card purchases to purposes authorized in the P-Card Manual. 

 Ensure P-card privileges are promptly canceled upon a cardholder’s separation from 
District employment. 
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Finding 6: Information Technology User Access Privileges – Sensitive Personal Student 
Information 

The Legislature has recognized in State law9 that social security numbers (SSNs) can be used to acquire 
sensitive personal information, the release of which could result in fraud against individuals or cause 
other financial or personal harm.  Therefore, public entities are required to provide extra care in 
maintaining the confidential status of such information.  Effective controls restrict individuals from 
accessing information unnecessary for their assigned job responsibilities and provide for documented, 
periodic evaluations of employee access privileges to help prevent personnel from accessing sensitive 
personal information of students inconsistent with their responsibilities. 

Pursuant to State law,10 the District identified each student using a Florida education identification number 
obtained from the FDOE.  While the District does not require SSNs from students, the District’s student 
registration form includes an optional field for the student SSN and, if provided, the SSNs are maintained 
within the District Student Information System (SIS).  District personnel indicated that IT user access 
privileges are controlled by security profiles and a form must be completed and approved by authorized 
personnel before access is granted.   

As of December 2018, the District SIS contained the sensitive personal information of 1,169,288 former 
students and 25,404 current students.  However, although we requested, District records were not readily 
available to identify the individuals who needed or had access to this information and, according to District 
personnel, periodic evaluations of such access were not performed.     

District personnel indicated that the District SIS had a mechanism to mask SSNs; however, the 
mechanism had not been used as of the date of our inquiry in August 2018.  Absent documented 
identification and evaluation of the individuals who have access to sensitive personal information of 
students, there is an increased risk of unauthorized disclosure of that information and the possibility that 
such information may be used to commit a fraud against District students or others. 

Recommendation: To ensure access to the sensitive personal information of students is 
properly safeguarded, the District should consider masking student SSNs in the District SIS.  The 
District should also identify the individuals who have access privileges to the sensitive personal 
information of students, document periodic evaluations of those individuals’ need for the access 
privileges, and timely remove any unnecessary access privileges detected.  If an individual only 
requires occasional access to the information, the privileges should be granted only for the time 
needed. 

Finding 7: Information Technology User Access Privileges – Human Resource, Payroll, and 
Finance Applications 

Effective access controls to human resource (HR), payroll, and finance applications include granting IT 
user access privileges to these resources based on demonstrated need to view, change, or delete data 
and restrict individuals from performing incompatible functions or functions outside their areas of 

                                                
9 Section 119.071(5)(a), Florida Statutes. 
10 Section 1008.386, Florida Statutes. 
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responsibility.  Effective access controls also provide for documented, periodic evaluations of these 
privileges to help prevent individuals from performing unauthorized or fraudulent transactions. 

As part of our audit procedures, we examined District records supporting the District’s documented, 
periodic evaluations of IT user access privileges and evaluated the IT user access privileges to District 
HR, Payroll, and Finance modules.  We identified 143 individuals with update access to the HR and 
Payroll modules and 97 individuals with update access to the Finance module.  However, we found that 
17 of these individuals had access privileges that were unnecessary or permitted the performance of 
incompatible functions.  Specifically:   

 7 IT Department employees, who were part of a systems, applications, and products (SAP) 
programming team, had update access privileges to the HR and Payroll modules.  While the team 
managed and maintained the SAP applications, we found that these employees could also 
change personnel actions, employee information, and time data; create payrolls and warrants; 
and record payments in the accounting records.  District personnel believed the SAP 
programming team needed to continue these access privileges because they maintain the SAP 
application code.  However, although we requested, District records were not provided to 
demonstrate why such privileges should be continuously provided to these employees.  

 6 other IT Department employees had update access privileges to the HR and Payroll modules 
that provided the unnecessary update access privileges granted to the SAP programming team.  
These 6 IT users also had unnecessary access privileges to the Finance module and could create 
and change vendors, purchase orders, invoices, warrants, and journal entries.  According to 
District personnel, the 6 IT employees provided functional support to users when system issues 
occurred to help continue processing after resolution of the issues.  Subsequent to our inquiry, in 
November 2018, the District deleted these access privileges for the 6 IT employees. 

 4 Payroll Department employees had update access privileges to the HR and Payroll modules 
that allowed them to change personnel actions and employee information, which is appropriate 
only for HR Department personnel.  According to District personnel, these 4 employees execute, 
monitor, and report on all payroll-related functions, including processing paychecks and direct 
deposits.  When payroll discrepancies are identified, team members are required to contact 
affected staff members, inform them of the discrepancy, and expeditiously update HR information 
to avoid potential payroll issues.  Notwithstanding, District personnel indicated that they will review 
the access of these 4 employees and modify their access privileges as appropriate. 

Recommendation: The District should ensure that IT user access privileges are necessary for 
the users’ assigned job responsibilities and enforce an appropriate separation of duties. 

Finding 8: Information Technology – Security Controls – User Authentication 

Security controls are intended to protect the confidentiality, integrity, and availability of District data and 
IT resources.  Our audit procedures disclosed certain District security controls related to user 
authentication need improvement.  We are not disclosing specific details of the issues in this report to 
avoid the possibility of compromising District data and IT resources.  However, we have notified 
appropriate District management of the specific issues.   

Without adequate security controls related to user authentication, the risk is increased that the 
confidentiality, integrity, and availability of District data and IT resources may be compromised.  Similar 
findings were noted in our report Nos. 2013-160 and 2016-180. 
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Recommendation: The District should improve security controls related to user authentication 
to ensure the continued confidentiality, integrity, and availability of District data and IT resources. 

PRIOR AUDIT FOLLOW-UP 

The District had taken corrective actions for applicable findings included in our report No. 2016-180 
except as noted in Findings 3, 4, and 8 as shown in Table 3.   

Table 3 
Findings Also Noted in Previous Audit Reports 

Finding 

2014-15 Fiscal Year 
Audit Report  

No. 2016-180, Finding 

2011-12 Fiscal Year 
Audit Report  

No. 2013-160, Finding 
 3 5 Not Applicable 

4 2 4 
8 12 14 

 

OBJECTIVES, SCOPE, AND METHODOLOGY 

The Auditor General conducts operational audits of governmental entities to provide the Legislature, 
Florida’s citizens, public entity management, and other stakeholders unbiased, timely, and relevant 
information for use in promoting government accountability and stewardship and improving government 
operations. 

We conducted this operational audit from February 2018 to February 2019 in accordance with generally 
accepted government auditing standards.  Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit 
to obtain sufficient, appropriate evidence to provide a reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions 
based on our audit objectives.  We believe that the evidence obtained provides a reasonable basis for 
our findings and conclusions based on our audit objectives. 

The objectives of this operational audit were to:  

 Evaluate management’s performance in establishing and maintaining internal controls, including 
controls designed to prevent and detect fraud, waste, and abuse, and in administering assigned 
responsibilities in accordance with applicable laws, rules, regulations, contracts, grant 
agreements, and other guidelines. 

 Examine internal controls designed and placed in operation to promote and encourage the 
achievement of management’s control objectives in the categories of compliance, economic and 
efficient operations, reliability of records and reports, and safeguarding of assets, and identify 
weaknesses in those controls. 

 Determine whether management had taken corrective actions for additional matter findings 
included in our report No. 2016-180.   

 Identify statutory and fiscal changes that may be recommended to the Legislature pursuant to 
Section 11.45(7)(h), Florida Statutes.   

This audit was designed to identify, for those programs, activities, or functions included within the scope 
of the audit, weaknesses in management’s internal controls, instances of noncompliance with applicable 
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laws, rules, regulations, contracts, grant agreements, and other guidelines; and instances of inefficient 
or ineffective operational policies, procedures, or practices.  The focus of this audit was to identify 
problems so that they may be corrected in such a way as to improve government accountability and 
efficiency and the stewardship of management.  Professional judgment has been used in determining 
significance and audit risk and in selecting the particular transactions, legal compliance matters, records, 
and controls considered. 

As described in more detail below, for those programs, activities, and functions included within the scope 
of our audit, our audit work included, but was not limited to, communicating to management and those 
charged with governance the scope, objectives, timing, overall methodology, and reporting of our audit; 
obtaining an understanding of the program, activity, or function; exercising professional judgment in 
considering significance and audit risk in the design and execution of the research, interviews, tests, 
analyses, and other procedures included in the audit methodology; obtaining reasonable assurance of 
the overall sufficiency and appropriateness of the evidence gathered in support of our audit findings and 
conclusions; and reporting on the results of the audit as required by governing laws and auditing 
standards. 

Our audit included transactions, as well as events and conditions, occurring during the 2017-18 fiscal 
year audit period, and selected District actions taken prior and subsequent thereto.  Unless otherwise 
indicated in this report, these records and transactions were not selected with the intent of statistically 
projecting the results, although we have presented for perspective, where practicable, information 
concerning relevant population value or size and quantifications relative to the items selected for 
examination. 

An audit by its nature does not include a review of all records and actions of management, staff, and 
vendors, and as a consequence, cannot be relied upon to identify all instances of noncompliance, fraud, 
waste, abuse, or inefficiency. 

In conducting our audit, we:     

 Reviewed District information technology (IT) policies and procedures to determine whether the 
policies and procedures addressed certain important IT control functions, such as security, 
systems development and maintenance, network configuration management, system backups, 
and disaster recovery.  

 Evaluated District procedures for maintaining and reviewing employee access to IT data and 
resources.  We examined selected access privileges to the District enterprise resource planning 
(ERP) system finance and human resources (HR) applications to determine the appropriateness 
and necessity of the access based on employees’ job duties and user account functions and 
whether the access prevented the performance of incompatible duties.  Specifically, we: 
o Examined District records supporting IT user access privileges to District Finance, Payroll, 

and HR modules and identified a total of 143 employees and contractors with access to at 
least one critical function within the HR and Payroll modules and a total of 97 employees and 
contractors with access to at least one critical function within the Finance modules.   

o Tested the 20 roles that allowed update access privileges to selected critical ERP system 
finance application functions resulting in the review of the appropriateness of access 
privileges granted for 28 accounts. 
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o Tested the 12 roles that allowed update access privileges to selected critical ERP system HR 
application functions resulting in the review of the appropriateness of access privileges 
granted for 43 accounts. 

 Evaluated Board security policies and District procedures governing the classification, 
management, and protection of sensitive and confidential information. 

 Determined whether a comprehensive IT disaster recovery plan was in place, designed properly, 
operating effectively, and had been recently tested. 

 Examined selected operating system, database, network, and application security settings to 
determine whether authentication controls were configured and enforced in accordance with 
IT best practices. 

 Evaluated IT procedures for requesting, testing, approving, and implementing changes to the 
District business system. 

 Evaluated the adequacy of District procedures related to security incident response and reporting. 
 Evaluated the District data center’s physical access controls to determine whether vulnerabilities 

existed. 
 Determined whether a fire suppression system had been installed in the District data center. 
 Interviewed District personnel and reviewed supporting documentation to evaluate whether the 

District effectively monitored charter schools.  
 Analyzed the District’s General Fund total unassigned and assigned fund balances at 

June 30, 2018, to determine whether the total was less than 3 percent of the fund’s revenues, as 
specified in Section 1011.051, Florida Statutes.  We also performed analytical procedures to 
evaluate the District’s ability to make future debt service payments.  

 From the population of expenditures totaling $142.4 million and transfers totaling $264.2 million 
during the audit period from nonvoted capital outlay tax levy proceeds, Public Education Capital 
Outlay funds, and other restricted capital project funds, examined documentation supporting 
selected expenditures and transfers totaling $9.6 million and $52.8 million, respectively, to 
determine District compliance with the restrictions imposed on the use of these resources.  We 
also performed a separate review of impact fees and the capital maintenance transfer.   

 Analyzed workforce development funds expenditures totaling $79.1 million during the audit period 
to determine whether the District used the funds for authorized purposes (i.e., not used to support 
K-12 programs or District K-12 administrative costs). 

 From the population of 952 industry certifications eligible for the 2016-17 fiscal year performance 
funding, examined supporting documentation for 30 selected students to determine whether the 
District maintained documentation for student attainment of the industry certifications.  

 From the population of 7,035,184 contact hours for 27,716 adult general education instructional 
students during the audit period, examined District records supporting 3,908 reported contact 
hours for 30 selected students to determine whether the District reported the instructional contact 
hours in accordance with State Board of Education (SBE) Rule 6A 10.0381, Florida Administrative 
Code (FAC).  

 Evaluated District procedures for protecting the sensitive personal information of students 
including social security numbers.   

 Examined the District Web site to determine whether the 2017-18 fiscal year proposed, tentative, 
and official budgets were prominently posted pursuant to Section 1011.035(2), Florida Statutes.  
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 Examined District records to determine whether the District established an audit committee and 
followed prescribed procedures to contract for audit services pursuant to Section 218.391, Florida 
Statutes, for the 2015-16 and 2016-17 fiscal years.  

 Examined District records to determine whether required internal funds audits for the 
2016-17 fiscal year were timely performed pursuant to Chapter 8 – School Internal Funds, 
Financial and Program Cost Accounting and Reporting for Florida Schools (Red Book), and 
whether the audit reports were presented to the Board.  

 Reviewed organizational charts, audit plans, and audit agendas for the audit period to determine 
whether the internal auditor reported directly to the Board or its designee as required by 
Section 1001.42(12)(l), Florida Statutes.  We also determined whether the internal auditor 
developed audit work plans based on annual risk assessments considering input from other 
finance and administrative management.  

 Evaluated payments totaling $165,735 made during the audit period to District employees who 
worked exclusively for the Broward Education Foundation.  We also examined District records 
supporting the amount outstanding totaling $226,403, as of June 30, 2018, from the Foundation.   

 Examined documentation supporting the District’s annual tangible personal property (TPP) 
physical inventory process to determine whether an annual physical inventory of TPP was 
performed and the inventory results were reconciled to the property records, appropriate follow-up 
was made for any missing items, and law enforcement was timely notified for any items that could 
not be located and considered stolen. 

 Evaluated severance pay provisions in all ten applicable employment agreements to determine 
whether the provisions complied with Section 215.425(4), Florida Statutes.  

 From the compensation payments totaling $1.9 billion to 33,069 employees during the audit 
period, examined District records supporting compensation payments totaling $109,628 to 
30 selected employees to determine whether the rate of pay was accurate and supervisory 
personnel reviewed and approved the employees’ reports of time worked.  In addition, we 
evaluated District efforts to prevent and detect salary overpayments and to recover salary 
overpayments when they occur. 

 From the population of overtime payments totaling $12.7 million to 7,210 employees during the 
audit period, examined District records supporting overtime payments totaling $19,731 to 
19 selected employees to determine whether Board policies and District procedures were 
adequate, and the supporting documentation evidenced the approval of, and necessity for, the 
overtime payments.  

 Examined District records for the audit period for 15 employees and 15 contractor workers 
selected from the population of 25,735 employees and 342 contractor workers to assess whether 
individuals who had direct contact with students were subjected to the required fingerprinting and 
background screening. 

 Examined District records supporting the eligibility of 28 selected District recipients and 2 charter 
school recipients of the Florida Best and Brightest Teacher Scholarship Program awards from the 
population of 11,681 District teachers and 1,679 charter school teachers who received 
scholarship awards totaling $14.1 million during the audit period.  

 Evaluated District procedures to implement the Florida Best and Brightest Principal Scholarship 
Program pursuant to Section 1012.732, Florida Statutes.  In addition, we examined District 
records to determine whether the District submitted to the FDOE accurate information about the 
number of classroom teachers and the list of principals, as required by Section 1012.731(4), 
Florida Statutes, and whether the District timely awarded the correct amount to each eligible 
principal.  We also examined District records supporting eligibility of 6 recipients (4 District and 
2 charter school recipients) of the Florida Best and Brightest Principal Scholarship Program 
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awards from the population of 21 District principals and 7 charter school principals who received 
scholarships awards totaling $131,191.  

 Determined whether the District followed the January 2018 FDOE guidance to use the applicable 
portion of funds from the Florida Best and Brightest Teacher Scholarship Program and Florida 
Best and Brightest Principal Scholarship Program awards to pay the employer payroll taxes 
related to those awards. 

 Evaluated District procedures for informing the District’s health insurance program third-party 
administrator of the eligibility of employee and dependent participants.   

 Evaluated Board policies and District procedures to ensure health insurance was provided only 
to eligible employees, retirees, and dependents and that, upon an employee’s separation from 
District employment, insurance benefits were timely canceled as appropriate based on the 
policies and procedures.  We also determined whether the District had procedures for reconciling 
health insurance costs to employee, retiree, and Board-approved contributions.  

 From the population of payments totaling $1.1 million through March 2018 for new software 
applications, examined documentation supporting one selected payment totaling $950,193 to 
determine whether the District evaluated the effectiveness and suitability of the software 
applications prior to purchase, the purchases were made through the competitive vendor selection 
process, and deliverables met the contract terms and conditions. 

 For the 48 significant construction projects with expenditures totaling $154.6 million and in 
progress during the audit period, examined documentation for project expenditures of 
$40.4 million to determine compliance with Board policies and District procedures and provisions 
of State laws and rules.  Also, for the construction management contract with a guaranteed 
maximum price (GMP) of $24.7 million, we: 
o Examined District records to determine whether the construction manager (or contractors) 

and subcontractors were properly selected. 
o Evaluated District procedures for monitoring subcontractor selection and licensure and 

examined District records to determine whether the District ensured subcontractors were 
properly selected and licensed. 

o Examined District records to determine whether architects were properly selected and 
adequately insured.  

o Determined whether the Board established appropriate policies and District procedures 
addressing negotiation and monitoring of general conditions costs.  

o Examined District records supporting 19 selected payments totaling $7.8 million to determine 
whether District procedures for monitoring payments were adequate and payments were 
sufficiently supported.  

o Examined District records to determine whether projects progressed as planned and were 
cost effective and consistent with established benchmarks, and whether District records 
supported that the contractors performed as expected. 

 Examined copies of the most recent annual fire safety, casualty safety, and sanitation inspection 
reports.  We selected 30 reports with 5,150 noted deficiencies and examined documentation to 
determine whether the deficiencies had continued from previous years without timely correction. 

 From the population of purchasing card (P-card) transactions totaling $24,487,242 during the 
period July 1, 2017, through April 10, 2018, examined documentation supporting 30 selected 
transactions totaling $219,533 to determine whether P-cards were administered in accordance 
with Board policies and District procedures.  We also determined whether the District timely 
canceled P-cards for the 21 cardholders who separated from District employment during the audit 
period.  From the listing of cardholders as of April 1, 2018, we reviewed the reasonableness of all 
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830 P-cards issued to 524 District employees or departments with monthly purchasing limits of 
$20,000 or more.   

 For the 52 District employees issued 72 P-cards with purchasing limits greater than $20,000, and 
therefore required to file statements of financial interests in accordance with Section 
112.3145(1)(a)3, Florida Statutes, we reviewed Florida Department of State, Division of 
Corporation, records to determine whether the statements of financial interests were filed.   

 For the 20 charter schools that were not renewed or were terminated in the 2017-18 or the 
2 preceding fiscal years, evaluated District procedures to determine whether applicable funds and 
property appropriately reverted to the District, whether the District did not assume debts of the 
school, except as previously agreed upon by the District, and whether the required audits were 
timely performed.  

 Evaluated the sufficiency of District procedures to determine whether District charter schools were 
required to be subjected to an expedited review pursuant to Section 1002.345, Florida Statutes.  
For the 5 schools subjected to an expedited review, we examined records to determine whether 
the District timely notified the applicable governing board pursuant to Section 1002.345(1)(b), 
Florida Statutes, and whether the District, along with the governing board, timely developed and 
filed a corrective action plan with the COE pursuant to Section 1002.345(1)(c), Florida Statutes.   

 Examined District records and evaluated District procedures to determine whether the District 
distributed the correct amount of local capital improvement funds to its eligible charter schools by 
February 1, 2018, pursuant to Section 1013.62(3), Florida Statutes. 

 Evaluated District procedures for identifying facility maintenance needs and establishing 
resources to address those needs.  We reviewed inspection reports for compliance with Federal 
and State inspection requirements, evaluated District efforts to timely resolve any deficiencies 
identified during inspections, and reviewed the work order system for appropriate tracking of 
maintenance jobs.  

 Evaluated District procedures for determining maintenance department staffing needs.  We also 
determined whether such procedures included consideration of appropriate factors and 
performance measures that were supported by factual information. 

 Determined whether the District used supplemental academic instruction and research-based 
reading instruction allocations to provide, to the applicable schools, pursuant to 
Section 1011.62(9), Florida Statutes, an additional hour of intensive reading instruction to 
students every day, schoolwide during the audit period.  Also, we reviewed District records to 
determine whether the District appropriately reported to the FDOE, pursuant to the 2017 General 
Appropriations Act (Chapter 2017-234, Laws of Florida), the funding sources, expenditures, and 
student outcomes for each participating school.  

 Evaluated the adequacy of District Virtual Instruction Program (VIP) policies and procedures.  
 Examined District records for the audit period to determine whether the District properly informed 

parents and students about students’ rights to participate in a VIP and the VIP enrollment periods 
as required by Section 1002.45(1)(b) and (10), Florida Statutes.  

 Examined the contract document for the FDOE-approved VIP provider to determine whether the 
contracts contained required statutory provisions.  Also, we examined the contract documents to 
determine whether provisions were included to address compliance with contract terms, the 
confidentiality of student records, and monitoring of the providers’ quality of virtual instruction and 
data quality.  

 Communicated on an interim basis with applicable officials to ensure the timely resolution of 
issues involving controls and noncompliance.   
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 Performed various other auditing procedures, including analytical procedures, as necessary, to 
accomplish the objectives of the audit.   

 Prepared and submitted for management response the findings and recommendations that are 
included in this report and which describe the matters requiring corrective actions.  Management’s 
response is included in this report under the heading MANAGEMENT’S RESPONSE.   

AUTHORITY 

Pursuant to the provisions of Section 11.45, Florida Statutes, I have directed that this report be prepared 
to present the results of our operational audit. 

 

Sherrill F. Norman, CPA 
Auditor General  
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MANAGEMENT’S RESPONSE 

  

THE SCHOOL BOARD OF BROWARD COUNTY, FLORIDA 
600 Southeast Third Avenue • Fort Lauderdale, Florida 33301 • Office: 754-321-2600 • Fax: 754-321-2719 

 

 
 
 

ROBERT W. RUNCIE 
Superintendent of Schools 

 
April 3, 2019 

 
 

Ms. Sherrill F. Norman, CPA 
Auditor General, State of Florida 
Claude Denson Pepper Building, Suite G74 
111 West Madison Street 
Tallahassee, Florida 32399-1450 

Dear Ms. Norman: 

The School Board of 
Broward County, Florida 
Heather P. Brinkworth, Chair 

Donna P. Korn, Vice Chair 

Lori Alhadeff 
Robin Bartleman 

Patricia Good 
Laurie Rich Levinson 

Ann Murray 
Dr. Rosalind Osgood 

Nora Rupert 

Please find below the School Board of Broward County’s (the District) responses to the list of 
preliminary and tentative audit findings and recommendations that were provided to the District 
on March 5, 2019 regarding the State of Florida Auditor General’s operational audit of the Broward 
County District School Board. 

 
Finding No. 1: Severance Pay 

 

The District and its Office of the General Counsel agree with Finding 1. 
 

Pursuant to Fla. Stat. § 215.425 (4), all employment agreements written after July 1, 2011, 
must contain a provision that severance pay may not exceed an amount greater than 20 
weeks of compensation. For all attorneys in the General Counsel's Office that were hired 
after July 1, 2011, their individual contracts conform to the requirements of Fla. Stat. § 215 
.425 ( 4 ). 

 
The three individuals noted in the finding, two Deputy General Counsels and an Assistant 
General Counsel, were all initially hired prior to July 1, 2011. Although the employment 
contracts for these three individuals had been amended for compensation purposes, 
provision 5A regarding severance pay had not been updated. 

 
In the future, the Office of the General Counsel will annually monitor changes the 
Legislature makes to the Florida Statutes to ensure agenda items coming from the Office 
of the General Counsel are current and adhere to statutes. 

 
The School Board approved revised contracts with severance pay provisions that comply 
with State law on February 5, 2019, for the two Deputy General Counsels and one Assistant 
General Counsel. Thus, the District now considers this issue closed. 

 
 
 

Educating Today’s Students to Succeed in Tomorrow’s World 
Broward County Public Schools is an Equal Opportunity/Equal Access Employer 
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Finding No. 2: Resource Use 
 

This District and its Office of the Chief Financial Officer agree with Finding 2. 
 

The overpayment of teachers was caused by staff that initiated the payments 
misinterpreting the allocation of funds by the Department of Education. For example, the 
allocation for a highly effective teacher was $1,200 per teacher, including the employer’s 
share of payroll tax deductions. Employees received $1,200 as their gross rather than the 
amount after employer taxes of $1,108. The overpayment impacted over 11,000 teachers 
and was less than $100 per teacher. The Chief Financial Officer became aware of the 
overpayment when payroll posted to the general ledger and overdrew the account. Staff 
that initiated the payments have met with the Finance Staff and corrected the process going 
forward to avoid overpayments in this area. 

 
The District has upgraded to a more current version of the payroll software. As a next step 
in significantly improving the payroll process, Finance Staff has undertaken a large-scale 
review and redesign of the District’s payroll processes to align with industry-wide best 
practices and utilize the full power of SAP. The new process will significantly limit the 
number of employees who create payroll actions (outside of time and attendance), create a 
larger bank of reports to review prior to the processing of payroll, and utilize the payroll 
control center within SAP that was not previously available under the older version of SAP 
in place until June 30, 2018. 

 
The Chief Financial Officer did include the impact of the overpayment in the second budget 
amendment to the School Board. The Chief Financial Officer agrees with the Auditor 
General that the overpayment was not clearly communicated to the School Board as the 
amendment did not specifically point out the overpayment. Any similar payroll items will 
be clearly disclosed in Board amendments to the budget going forward. Staff will create 
processes to minimize overpayments, although for an organization with a payroll that 
exceeds $1.4B, they will periodically occur. In the event they occur outside the normal 
course of business and are material, they will be communicated to the School Board. 

 
On March 29, 2019, the District processed the fiscal 2018-2019 Best and Brightest 
payments in accordance with the proper employer tax withholding. Thus, the District now 
considers this issue closed. 

 
Finding No. 3: Audits – School Internal Funds 

 

The District and its Office of the Chief Auditor agree with Finding 3. 
 

The District has hired a new Chief Auditor who has implemented a new strategy for the 
completion of outstanding school internal fund audit reports from prior years and for the 
timely completion of school internal fund audits going forward. 

 
The District is committed to the Office of the Chief Auditor and has now better empowered 
the new Chief Auditor with an increased budget, approval for the use of external auditors, 
a commitment to the new Chief Auditor’s risk approach, and the elevation of the audit 
function to the Superintendent’s Cabinet. 
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Although the backlog is a function of limited resources, the occurrence of significant 
adverse community events, and turnover, the upgraded Office of the Chief Auditor will be 
positioned to overcome these types of challenges going forward. 

 
As part of the Office of the Chief Auditor strategy: 

 
(1) the new Chief Auditor obtained School Board approval to engage an external 

audit firm to assist in completing the outstanding school internal fund audits; 
(2) the Office of the Chief Auditor will hire 4 new additional field auditors; and 
(3) the school internal funds audit program was streamlined for efficiency. 

 
To date, the Office of the Chief Auditor’s new strategy has now completed 149 of the 172 
of the outstanding school internal funds noted. Since the remaining 23 internal funds audits 
have been assigned to an outsider audit firm with an expected completion date of June 30, 
2019, the District now considers this finding to be substantially closed. 

 
Finding No. 4: Salary Overpayments 

 

This District and its Office of the Chief Financial Officer agree with Finding 4. 
 

The District will continue its efforts to actively recover uncollected salary overpayments. 
 

The District has also upgraded to a more current version of the software for payroll. As a 
next step in significantly improving the processing of payroll, Finance Staff has undertaken 
a large-scale review and redesign of the District’s overall payroll processes to align with 
industry-wide best practices and the utilization of the full power of SAP. The new process 
will significantly limit the number of employees who create payroll actions (outside of time 
and attendance), create a larger bank of reports to review prior to the processing of payroll, 
and utilize the payroll control center within SAP that was not previously available under 
the older version of SAP in place until June 30, 2018. 

 
Additionally, the payroll redesign team is reviewing the business rules implemented at the 
initial design of SAP and has numerous recommendations around the processing of payroll 
that will significantly reduce payroll overpayments. These recommendations will be 
implemented with approval of the necessary funding from the School Board. 

 
Staff will create processes and conduct training to minimize overpayments, although for 
an organization with a payroll that exceeds $1.4B, they will occur and cannot be completely 
eliminated. 

 
Finding No. 5: Purchasing Cards 

 

The District and its Office of Strategy and Operations agree with Finding 5. 
 

The District is committed to the implementation of an overall improvement strategy for the 
maintenance and management of Purchasing Card (P-Card) Program. 
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The P-Card Program is a sub-division within the Procurement & Warehousing Services 
(PWS) Department. The P-Card Program Coordinator retired in June 2018, and the position 
is pending fulfillment. The P-Card Program has since been moved under the umbrella of 
the PWS Operations & Compliance sub-division to allow for greater oversight, improved 
operations, and heightened levels of visibility and control for all aspects of the program. 

 
Limits/Activity 

 
Currently, cardholders are assigned to a Card Profile within the Bank of America 
WORKS system. The profile defines the monthly cumulative and single transaction 
limits for each card. Although the profile is not directly linked to the actual budget 
available to the cardholder, it allows for flexibility up to the limits of the assigned 
profile. 

 
As part of the overall improvement strategy, historical P-Card usage for active 
cardholders is under review to determine if; current Card Profile limits are 
appropriately assigned, Card Profile limits need to be reduced, and/or cardholder 
status needs to remain active. Cardholders who have not demonstrated a need for 
the $20,000 or more limits will be reassigned to Card Profiles below this threshold. 
Cardholders with a demonstrated need will maintain the assigned Card Profile but 
will be directed to complete and submit the Statement of Financial Interest form as 
required by Section 112.3145(1)(a)3, Florida Statutes. Cardholders with no activity 
within a fiscal year will be deactivated based on an annual usage review to be 
performed in June of each fiscal year. 

 
Transactions 

 
Each transaction for each cardholder should be reconciled with monthly statements 
and supported by receipts, packing slips, and/or other supporting documentation. 
Additionally, reconciled statements should be signed by the cardholder and 
approved by the immediate supervisor. Signed statements should be submitted to 
the P-Card Program staff (PWS) on or before the 15th of each month. With the 
exception of District maintenance related purchases, documentation for each 
purchase should also be sent. Regarding P-Cards funded by internal funds, signed 
statements and the respective backup documentation should be sent to Business 
Support Center – internal funds staff. 

 
An interim solution to support transactional tracking is currently in development 
for rapid deployment in order to address findings as soon as possible. The interim 
solution will use existing reports and a tracking database to monitor transactional 
behavior and identify areas for improvement. The intention of the solution is to 
document the collection of signed statements and documentation from each active 
cardholder. Therefore, the interim solution will document that a supervisor 
approved each transaction, guaranteeing that said purchases are made for a public 
purpose. 
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Additionally, to identify and remedy any taxes included on transactions, a three- 
pronged approach is in design. First, the continuous education of cardholders and 
approvers on District Tax-Exemption status. Furthermore, the Federal Tax 
exemption ID number is printed on each individual Purchasing card, readily 
available for communication with suppliers or merchants. This training material 
will include program requirements, but also accountability measures for repeat non- 
compliance. Second, through monthly system reports and statements received, 
identify transactions where taxes were charged, and communicate transaction 
details and instructions to each cardholder affected and their direct supervisor 
informing them how to work with suppliers to obtain credits for taxes paid. Finally, 
if repeat non-compliance is identified and efforts to assist and prevent deactivation 
have been made with no change in behavior, a recommendation to Cabinet for 
deactivation of the card will be made. Upon approval, subsequent cardholder 
deactivation activities will be carried out. 

 
Upon fulfillment of the P-Card Program Coordinator position, and the 
implementation of available capabilities within the Bank of America WORKS 
system, the long-term solution will be implemented to gather, store, review, and 
address any transactional discoveries that do not align with District P-Card Program 
requirements through the online system increasing accountability and significantly 
reducing risk. 

 
Cancellations 

 
A manual process is currently in place to address the active or inactive status of P- 
Card accounts associated with terminated or transferred cardholders. Account 
status is changed to inactive by P-Card Program staff upon notification of 
cardholder termination/transfer by cardholder department or through District Board 
Meetings. Accounts may also be deactivated based on fraud alerts or if cards are 
reported as lost or stolen. In each case, deactivation of accounts is critical. 

 
To ensure prompt deactivation of terminated/transferred cardholder accounts, an 
automated method tying P-Card system information to District ERP employee 
profiles is currently in development. This will operate on a two-fold basis: 
cardholders will be identified as such in District employee profiles, and changes to 
employee profiles will automatically notify P-Card Program staff of necessary 
action on cardholder accounts. If cards are identified as being lost or stolen, either 
through the P-Card system or by the cardholder, immediate deactivation of the 
account is completed and documentation for taking this action is digitally stored for 
future reference. 

 
The new structure of the P-Card program within the Operations & Compliance sub- 
division of Procurement & Warehousing services has already proven to be a 
valuable migration. The improvements outlined herein will be documented and 
communicated to all cardholders before and upon implementation. When fully 
staffed with the implementation of program enhancements mentioned herein, the 
District will surely benefit from the results of the ongoing and continuous 
improvement efforts. 
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Finding No. 6: Information Technology User Access Privileges – Sensitive Personal 
Student Information 

 

The District and its Office of the Chief Information Officer agree with Finding 6. 
 

The District understands the importance of security over information. The District 
maintains a process for securing sensitive personal student information. 

 
All staff who access student data are approved and have acknowledged the District’s policy 
5306 – School and District Technology Usage, which speaks directly to the need for staff 
to protect the personally identifiable information of students. The issues noted were 
extremely limited and only included to a small number of District employees and were not 
accessed by outsiders and only pertained to TERMS. 

 
When TERMS was first delivered back in the late 1990’s, the State of Florida required 
school districts to collect social security numbers for students. Over the years, that 
requirement was removed, but the State never removed the social security number as a field 
that could be reported to them. Most recently, we only see social security numbers being 
entered for high school students, particularly those in the 11th and 12th grades. Having the 
social security number for those students seems to help the student with college applications, 
enabling the colleges to match up the transcripts we send with the student application they 
have on file. Having the social security number also seems to help the State’s Bright 
Futures Program match students. 

 
Effective with the start of the 2019-20 school year, we have plans to implement 
programming changes to TERMS that will mask the student Social Security number. At 
that time, only the select staff at the school who have the responsibility to enter/update the 
social security number for students will see the entire number. All other TERMS users will 
only see the last 4 of the student’s social security number, representing a drastic reduction 
of the number of users who can see the entire number today. 

 
Finding No. 7: Information Technology User Access Privileges – Human Resources, 
Payroll, and Finance Applications 

 

The District and its Office of the Chief Information Officer agree with Finding 7. 

The District understands the importance of proper internal controls over user access. 

During our project to upgrade and migrate our SAP ERP system to the cloud, we did engage 
with a hosting company for the use of their consultants to manage the process. Those 
consultants were provided with access we felt was consistent with the work they needed to 
perform. Additionally, there are members of the IT staff and of the Payroll Department that 
have access to employee information we believe is appropriate to responsibilities. 

 
IT Security personnel conduct a yearly review of user access of all employees with access 
to SAP systems, with a focus on employees with the highest level of access. The activity 
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of those employees is reviewed at that time to determine whether their access is consistent 
with their responsibilities and changes are made as necessary. 

 
Finding No. 8:  Information Technology Security Controls 

 

The District and its Office of the Chief Information Officer agree with Finding 8. 
 

The District recognizes the importance of security controls to protect confidentiality and 
integrity while also providing data availability for our IT resources to perform their critical 
responsibilities. We will review our significant data security controls to ensure a proper 
environment that provides the highest level of security for all District data. 

 
If you have any questions or concerns regarding any of the findings, please contact Joris Jabouin, 
Chief Auditor, at (754) 321-2400. 

 
Sincerely, 

 

 
Robert W. Runcie 
Superintendent of Schools 

 
RWR/JJ:mm 

 
C: School Board Members 

Superintendent’s Cabinet 




