80/} 26£-8601 Payi8d 0si

800e
PAvOg MY 433 VADIIV
L1040 "WEYRIO) WEIIA ‘O

TN

'SPUADPUDIS DUO0ISSIJoud YI1M SUIULOJUOD JO 20UDINSSD 2]QDUOSDIL YJ1M walf 2Y] ap1ao.d 0] papua uadyj
IDaL Y] Suruanp Yim parjdwod snm Yorym puv YJOIV @Y1 £q pays1]qnisa 2213004d Fu11pno pun Suijunoddn uv J1of
Sp4DPUDIS j043U0D A11]0ND Y] Jo SjudwWwaLINDaL Y] j29W 0} PaUSISIP U22Q SDY YI1YM LOOZ ‘TE 42Qu02(]
P2pua 4nak 2y3 10 122)f2 u1 2013004d SuIIPND PUD FUPUNOIID 871 40 1043U0D £1)pND Jo WSS D Furany 40

SVdD YNY.LNOH

UOTLPIUSTODD YN JO 93ROLJLPIO

____ ___....f_..___._ ] _.:_1;; _

NVYVaDO0dd M3IIATYH d33d
VdDI1lYVY




FLORIDA INSTITUTE OF CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

325 WEST COLLEGE AVENUE+P.O. BOX 5437-TALLAHASSEE, FLORIDA 32314
TELEPHONE (850) 224-2727-FAX (850) 222-8190

August 21, 2008

Ellen M. Fontana, CPA
Fontana CPAs

#510-314

2519 N McMullen Booth Rd
Clearwater, FL. 33761-4173

Dear Ms. Fontana:

It is my pleasure to notify you that on August 21, 2008 the
Florida Peer Review Committee accepted the report on the most
recent peer review of your firm. The due date for your next review

is June 30, 2011. This is the date by which all review documents
should be completed and submitted to the administering entity.

As you know, the reviewer's opinion was unmodified. The Committee
asked me to convey its congratulations to the firm.

Sincerely,

Kot /2 o,

Paul N. Brown
Peer Review
Director of Technical Services

cc: Daniel Joseph Hevia, CPA

Firm Number: 10155877 Review Number: 263241



HEVIA, BEAGLES & COMPANY, P. A,
PROFESSIONAL CONSULTING GROUP
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

May 13, 2008

To The Owners
Fontana CPAs

We have reviewed the system of quality control for the accounting and auditing practice of Fontana CPAs
(the firm) in effect for the year ended December 31, 2007. A system of quality control encompasses the
firm's organizational structure, the policies adopted and procedures established to provide it with
reasonable assurance of conforming with professional standards. The elements of quality control are
described in the Statements on Quality Control Standards issued by the American Institute of CPAs
(AICPA). The firm is responsible for designing a system of quality control and complying with it to
provide the firm reasonable assurance of conforming with professional standards in all material respects.
Our responsibility is to express an opinion on the design of the system of quality control and the firm's
compliance with its system of quality control based on our review.

Our review was conducted in accordance with standards established by the Peer Review Board of the
AICPA. During our review, we read required representations from the firm, interviewed firm personnel
and obtained an understanding of the nature of the firm's accounting and auditing practice, and the design
of the firm's system of quality control sufficient to assess the risks implicit in its practice. Based on our
assessments, we selected engagements and administrative files to test for conformity with professional
standards and compliance with the firm's system of quality control. The engagements selected
represented a reasonable cross-section of the firm's accounting and auditing practice with emphasis on
higher-risk engagements. The engagements selected for review include among others, engagements
performed under Government Auditing Standards. Prior to concluding the review, we reassessed the
adequacy of the scope of the peer review procedures and met with firm management to discuss the results
of our review. We believe that the procedures we performed provide a reasonable basis for our opinion.

In performing our review, we obtained an understanding of the system of quality control for the firm's
accounting and auditing practice. In addition, we tested compliance with the firm's quality control
policies and procedures to the extent we considered appropriate. These tests covered the application of
the firm's policies and procedures on selected engagements. Our review was based on selected tests
therefore it would not necessarily detect all weaknesses in the system of quality control or all instances of
noncompliance with it. There are inherent limitations in the effectiveness of any system of quality control
and therefore noncompliance with the system of quality control may occur and not be detected.
Projection of any evaluation of a system of quality control to future periods is subject to the risk that the
system of quality control may become inadequate because of changes in conditions, or because the degree
of compliance with the policies or procedures may deteriorate.

In our opinion, the system of quality control for the accounting and auditing practice of Fontana CPAs in
effect for the year ended December 31, 2007, has been designed to meet the requirements of the quality
control standards for an accounting and auditing practice established by the AICPA and was complied
with during the year then ended to provide the firm with reasonable assurance of conforming with
professional standards.
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