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Why This Audit Was Done

The Digital Accountability and
Transparency Act of 2014
requires the inspector general to
review a statistically valid sample
of the spending data submitted
under the Act by the

U.S. Chemical Safety and
Hazard Investigation Board and
to assess the completeness,
accuracy, timeliness, and quality
of the data sampled, as well as
the CSB’s implementation and
use of the data standards
established by the Office of
Management and Budget and
U.S. Department of the Treasury.

The U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency’s Office of
Inspector General, which also
serves as the OIG for the CSB,
contracted with Allmond &
Company to audit the CSB’s
fiscal year 2021 compliance with
the Act. Allmond and Company
selected fiscal year 2020
third-quarter data as the data
sampled for this audit.

This audit supports a CSB goal:

e Create and maintain an
engaged, high-performing
workforce.

Address inquiries to our public
affairs office at (202) 566-2391 or
OIG WEBCOMMENTS@epa.gov.

List of OIG reports.

Contractor-Produced Report: U.S. Chemical Safety
and Hazard Investigation Board Independent
Auditor’s Report on Compliance with the Digital
Accountability and Transparency Act of 2014
Submission Requirements for Fiscal Year 2021

What Allmond & Company Found

Allmond & Company found that the CSB’s fiscal
year 2020 third-quarter financial and award data
submitted under the Digital Accountability and
Transparency Act of 2014 were of “excellent”
quality, as defined by the CIGIE FAEC
Inspectors General Guide to Compliance under the DATA Act, dated December
4, 2020. The CIGIE DATA Act Guide outlines four levels of data quality:
excellent, higher, moderate, and lower.

The DATA Act requires the
CSB to report accurate
financial and award data
on USAspending.gov.

Allmond & Company found that the CSB complied with the DATA Act reporting
requirements of completeness and timeliness and that the CSB’s internal
controls over the fiscal year 2020 third-quarter DATA Act submission were
effective. Specifically, Allmond & Company determined that all data contained
in the data elements for statistical samples tested were complete and timely. It
also evaluated the CSB'’s fiscal year 2020 third-quarter DATA Act submission to
Department of the Treasury’s DATA Act Broker for nonstatistical samples and
determined that the submission was complete and timely.

When assessing accuracy, Allmond & Company could not locate one data
element in three instances in the System for Award Management, or SAM.gov,
which is the official government website for people who make, receive, and
manage federal contracts. That data element is automatically populated in the
Federal Procurement Data System-Next Generation from SAM.gov, and not
manually entered by the CSB. Allmond & Company attributed the error to
extracting data from SAM.gov. As a result of these three instances, the
projected error rate for the accuracy of the data elements was 0.73 percent.
Allmond & Company made no recommendations to the CSB.

Allmond & Company is responsible for the enclosed audit report and the
conclusions expressed in that report.
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November 8, 2021

Katherine A. Lemos, Ph.D.

Chairperson and Chief Executive Officer

U.S. Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board
1750 Pennsylvania Avenue NW, Suite 910
Washington, D.C. 20006

Dear Dr. Lemos:

RE: Report No. 22-P-0002, Contractor-Produced Report: U.S. Chemical Safety and Hazard
Investigation Board Independent Auditor’s Report on Compliance with the Digital Accountability
and Transparency Act of 2014 Submission Requirements for Fiscal Year 2021

This letter transmits the audit report on the U.S. Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board’s fiscal
year 2021 compliance with the Digital Accountability and Transparency Act of 2014, Pub. L. 113-101,
known as the DATA Act. The audit is required by the DATA Act.

The independent public accounting firm of Allmond & Company, LLC, selected fiscal year 2020 third-
quarter financial and award data to perform this audit. The audit was conducted in accordance with the
Government Auditing Standards, issued by the comptroller general of the United States, and the CIGIE
FAEC Inspectors General Guide to Compliance under the DATA Act, issued by the Council of the
Inspectors General on Integrity and Efficiency’s Federal Audit Executive Council. Allmond & Company
is responsible for the enclosed auditor’s report, which is dated November 1, 2021, and the opinions and
conclusions expressed in that report.

Because the report contains no recommendations, you are not required to respond to this report. However,
if you submit a response, it will be posted on the Office of Inspector General’s public website, along with
our memorandum commenting on your response. Your response should be provided as an Adobe PDF file
that complies with the accessibility requirements of Section 508 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, as
amended. The final response should not contain data that you do not want released to the public. If your
response contains such data, you should identify the data for redaction or removal along with
corresponding justification.

We will post this report to our website at www.epa.gov.oig.

Sincerely,

)\(_éo \ /‘// [i '/ /( / / /( /

v

Sean W. O’Donnell

Enclosure
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Submitted for review and acceptance to:
Sheree James

Contracting Officer Representative
Office of Inspector General
Environmental Protection Agency

Submitted by:

Jason L. Allmond, CPA, CGFM, CISA, CISM
Engagement Partner

Allmond & Company, LLC

7501 Forbes Blvd., Suite 200

Lanham, Maryland 20706

301-918-8200
mailto:jallmond@allmondcpa.com



mailto:
mailto:

U.S. CHEMCIAL SAFETY AND HAZARD INVESTIGATION BOARD
INDEPENDENT AUDITOR’S REPORT ON COMPLIANCE WITH THE
DIGITAL ACCOUNTABILITY AND TRANSPARENCY ACT OF 2014
SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS FOR FISCAL YEAR 2021

*

%>
6()*-***‘44 4*****06
s'n’. avd

ALLMOND & COMPANY, LLC
Certified Public Accountants
7501 Forbes Boulevard, Suite 200
Lanham, Maryland 20706
(301) 918-8200



U.S. Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board
Independent Auditors’ Report on the Compliance with the
Digital Accountability and Transparency Act of 2014
Submission Requirements for Fiscal Year 2021

Table of Contents

INdePendent AUAITOrS” REPOIT. ........oveieiiiiiit ettt se s 1
EXECULIVE SUMIMEAIY ....viiiiiieite ettt ettt ettt et et e et e b e s be e st et e s te et e beebe et e s beaseesbesaeeneebeateaneeneenraenes 2
2 T T 1 |01 T PSSR 2
PUIOSE. ...t r s bt E e e R Rt E Rt E Rt E e R R et E Rt 3
L@ o] [=T0d £ 1Y SRS 3
Scope and MEtNOAOIOGY ......coiiiiiiiiiieiei ettt b b et b et enea 3
Assessment of Internal Control and Compliance with Laws and Regulations ............cccccvvvvivevevinieeieniene, 4
Data ACt DAt ANOMAIY .......coiiiiece e e s e e s e s e e s e s s e e st e e s beenteesbeeseeesreesreenneennees 5
Testing Limitations fOr FIlES E aNG F .........ovoiiiiiiie e 5
Reporting of the Results of the SaMPIe TESHING ....cccvviveiii e e 6
Appendix A — Objectives, Scope, Methodology, and CrIteria...........cccererririiniiniie e 9
Appendix B — Summary of Results for Record-Level Data EIements...........cccceveveeveievececic e 11
Appendix C- Accuracy of Dollar-Value Related Data EIemMents............cccoeoiiiininiieneese e 14
Appendix D — CIGIE’S DATA ACt ANOMAlY LEET ....ocviiiiieciece et 15
Appendix E — Management’s RESPONSE .........ciiiriieieiiinesiesie ettt snenne e 17

Appendix F — Glossary of Abbreviations and ACIONYMS .........ccccuiiiiriieieinise e 18



ALLMOND & CoOMPANY, LLC CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

A/C

7501 ForBEs BouLEVARD, SUITE 200 (301)9I18-8200
LanNHAM, MARYLAND 20706 FacsiMILE (30 1) 918-8201

Independent Auditors’ Report

Chairman and CEO U.S. Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board
Inspector General, Environmental Protection Agency

The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Office of Inspector General (OIG) contracted Allmond and
Company, LLC, to conduct a performance audit of the Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board
(CSB) third quarter financial and award data as of June 30, 2020, in accordance with the Digital
Accountability and Transparency Act of 2014 (DATA Act). To clarify the reporting requirements of the
DATA Act, the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) and Department of Treasury (Treasury)
published 59 data definition standards and required Federal agencies to report financial and award data on
USAspending.gov.

The objectives of the audit were to assess (1) completeness, timeliness, quality, and accuracy of CSB FY
2020 third quarter financial and award data submitted to Treasury for publication on USASpending.gov;
and (2) CSB’s implementation and use of the Government-wide financial data standards established by
OMB and Treasury. CSB’s management is responsible for reporting financial and award data in
accordance with these standards, as applicable.

We conducted the audit in accordance with the standards applicable to performance audits contained in
Government Auditing Standards issued by the Comptroller General of the United States, collectively
referred to as generally accepted government auditing standards (GAGAS); and the Council of the
Inspector Generals on Integrity and Efficiency (CIGIE) Federal Audit Executive Council (FAEC)
Inspectors General Guide to Compliance under the DATA Act (DATA Act Audit Guide). Those standards
and the DATA Act Audit Guide require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain sufficient and
appropriate audit evidence to provide a reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on our
audit objectives. Our performance audit involved performing procedures to obtain evidence about the FY
2020 third quarter financial and award data. The nature, timing, and extent of the procedures selected
depended on our judgement, including an assessment of the risks of material misstatement of the FY 2020
third quarter financial and award data, whether due to fraud or error. We believe that the evidence
obtained provides a reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on our audit objectives.

We found that the FY 2020 third quarter financial and award data of CSB for the quarter ended June 30,
2020, is presented in accordance with OMB and Treasury published 59 data definition standards, as
applicable, for DATA Act reporting in all material respects. We did however, note that the data CSB
submitted did not always comply with the requirements for accuracy. As we attributed the errors noted to
a third party, no recommendations were made to CSB.

The purpose of this report is solely to describe the scope of our testing and the results of that testing.
Accordingly, the report is not suitable for any other purpose.

This report is intended solely for the information and use of the CSB management, EPA OIG and the
U.S. Congress, and is not intended to be, and should not be, used by anyone other than these specified
parties.

Mloond & Company, 110

Landover, MD
November 1, 2021
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Executive Summary

For fiscal year (FY) 2021, the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Office of Inspector General (1G)
contracted with Allmond and Company, LLC to conduct an independent audit of CSB’s compliance with
the provisions of the Digital Accountability and Transparency Act of 2014 (DATA Act). The DATA Act
requires the OIG of each federal agency to review a statistically valid sample of the certified spending
data submitted by the agency and to submit to Congress a publicly available report assessing the
completeness, accuracy, timeliness and quality of the data sampled and the implementation and use of the
Government-wide financial data standards by the Federal agency.

Our audit was conducted in accordance with generally accepted government auditing standards. Our
audit approach measured completeness, accuracy and timeliness of 59 data elements, as applicable to
CSB. CSB’s submission is considered complete when transactions and events that should have been
recorded are recorded in the proper period. CSB’s data elements are considered accurate when amounts
and other data relating to recorded transactions have been recorded in accordance with the DATA Act
Information Model Schema (DAIMS) v 2.0 Reporting Submission Specification (RSS), Interface
Definition Document (IDD), and the online data dictionary; and agree with the authoritative source
records. CSB’s submission is considered timely when the submission by the CSB to the DATA Act
Broker is in accordance with the reporting schedules established by the Treasury DATA Act Project
Management Office, no later than August 14, 2020. CSB’s data elements are considered timely when
reported in accordance with the reporting schedules defined by the financial, procurement and financial
assistance requirements. Based on the results of our testing, we determined the quality of the data.

Our statistical sample size was 14 of 15 records from File C. Our assessment included testing compliance
with OMB and Treasury published 59 data definition standards, as applicable. We concluded that CSB
complied with the DATA Act reporting requirements. Based on the audit procedures performed, we
determined that the completeness error rate is 0.00%, accuracy error rate is 0.73% and timeliness error
rate is 0.00%. We determined that CSB’s data was generally of excellent quality — that is, significant
amounts of the data were complete, timely, and accurate.

Background
Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board

The Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board (CSB) is an independent federal agency charged
with investigating industrial chemical accidents. Headquartered in Washington, DC, the agency’s board
members are appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate.

The CSB was created by Section 303 of the Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990; however, it was not
until 1997 that the CSB was first funded. The principal role of the CSB is to investigate accidents to
determine the conditions and circumstances which led to the event and identify the cause so that similar
events might be prevented. The focus of a CSB investigation is mainly on determining the cause and
prevention of such incidents, rather than upon enforcement actions of violations of law or regulation.

Congress gave the CSB a unique statutory mission and provided in law that no other agency or executive
branch official may direct the activities of the Board. Following the successful model of the National
Transportation Safety Board and the Department of Transportation, Congress directed that the CSB's
investigative function be completely independent of the rulemaking, inspection, and enforcement
authorities of the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the Occupational Safety and Health
Administration (OSHA). Although the Board was created to function independently, it also collaborates
in important ways with EPA, OSHA, and other agencies. The Board has entered into a number of
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memorandums of understanding (MOUSs) that define the terms of collaboration and allows the CSB to
carry out its statutory mission efficiently and without unnecessary duplication of effort.

DATA ACT

In 2006, Congress passed, and the President signed the Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency
Act of 2006 (FFATA). The purpose of FFATA was to increase transparency and accountability surrounding
federal contracts and financial assistance awards. In accordance with FFATA, in December 2007, OMB
established a federal government website, USAspending.gov that contains obligation data on federal awards
and sub awards.

The DATA Act was enacted May 9, 2014, to expand the reporting requirements pursuant to FFATA. The
DATA Act, in part, requires Federal agencies to report financial and award data in accordance with the
established government wide financial data standards. In May 2015, OMB and Treasury published 57
data definition standards (commonly referred to as data elements) and required Federal agencies to report
financial and award data in accordance with these standards for DATA Act reporting in January 2017.
Subsequently, and in accordance with the DATA Act, Treasury began displaying Federal agencies’ data
on USAspending.gov for taxpayers and policymakers in May 2017.

In April 2020, OMB issued M-20-21, Implementation Guidance for Supplemental Funding Provided in
Response to the Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19), which requires agencies to use a disaster
emergency fund code (DEFC) to include covered funds in the Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic
Security Act (CARES Act) that are not designated as emergency pursuant to the Balanced Budget and
Emergency Deficit Control Act of 1985, in order to provide similar transparency for CARES Act funding.
As such, there are now 59 applicable data elements to be tested for all agencies.

The DATA Act also requires Inspectors General to issue a report to Congress assessing the completeness,
timeliness, accuracy, and quality of a statistical sample of spending data submitted by the agency and the
agency’s implementation and use of the data standards. The CIGIE identified a timing anomaly with the
oversight requirements contained in the DATA Act. That is, the first Inspector General reports were due
to Congress in November 2016; however, federal agencies were not required to report spending data until
May 2017. To address this reporting date anomaly, Inspectors General provided Congress with their first
required reports in November 2017, a 1-year delay from the statutory due date, with subsequent reports
due on a 2-year cycle, in November 2019 and November 2021.

Purpose

The DATA Act, in part, requires Federal agencies to report financial and award data in accordance with
the established government wide financial data standards.

Objective

The objectives of the performance audit of the CSB’s compliance with the DATA Act were to assess the
(1) completeness, timeliness, quality, and accuracy of CSB FY 2020 third quarter, financial and award
data submitted to Treasury for publication on USASpending.gov; and (2) CSB’s implementation and use
of the Government-wide financial data standards established by the OMB and Treasury.

Scope and Methodology

We followed guidance from the CIGIE’s Inspectors General Guide to Compliance under the DATA Act,
dated December 4, 2020. The DATA Act guide documents a common methodological framework,
developed in consultation with the U.S. Government Accountability Office (GAO), for Inspectors General
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to conduct required DATA Act reviews. We also reviewed applicable laws, regulations, CSB policies and
procedures, and other documentation related to the DATA Act. We randomly selected and analyzed a
statistically valid sample of the CSB’s FY 2020 third quarter spending data submitted by the agency for
publication on USAspending.gov.

We conducted our fieldwork from April 15, 2021 through October 22, 2021 in accordance with generally
accepted government auditing standards. Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to
obtain sufficient and 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. Additional details on our scope and methodology
are outlined in Appendix A.

Assessment of Internal Control and Compliance with Laws and Regulations

We assessed internal controls and compliance with laws and regulations necessary to satisfy the audit
objective. Specifically, we assessed the CSB’s control environment, risk assessment, control activities,
information and communication, and monitoring controls. We determined that internal and information
system controls as it relates to the extraction of data from the source systems and the reporting of the data
to the DATA Act Broker have been properly designed and implemented and are operating effectively to
allow us to assess audit risk and design our audit procedures. However, because our review was limited to
these internal control components and underlying principles, it may not have disclosed all internal control
deficiencies that may have existed at the time of this audit.

Work Performed Related to Federal Shared Service Provider (FSSP)

CSB uses Oracle Federal Financials (OFF), Procurement Request Information System Management
(PRISM) as its source systems for processing and recording procurement and financial data and for
generating its DATA Act submission. Oracle is hosted by CSB’s shared service provider Bureau of Fiscal
Service, Administrative Resource Center (BFS/ARC). We performed procedures to determine whether
internal controls over the DATA Act submission process and these systems, as they relate to its FY 2020
third quarter DATA Act submission, were properly designed, implemented, and operating effectively.
Those procedures consisted of:

e Assessing CSB’s DATA Act reporting roles and responsibilities as documented in the service
agreement with BFS/ARC.

e Gaining an understanding of the source systems used for recording procurement transactions
and reporting under the DATA Act.

¢ Reviewing U.S. Department of the Treasury’s Description of Oracle Federal Financials Systems
and Suitability of the Design and Operating Effectiveness of Its Controls (SSAE 18 SOC 1-Type
2 Report), for the Period July 1, 2019 to June 30, 2020 for Oracle Federal Financial and
determining whether any issues were noted that could have an impact on the accuracy,
timeliness, or quality of the DATA Act submission.

e Obtaining an understanding of Complementary User Entity Controls (CUECS) required by the
SOC report and implemented by CSB to determine whether gaps exist that might impact the
accuracy, timeliness, or quality of the DATA Act submission.

¢ Reviewing CSB’s FY 2020 Financial Statements to identify findings that could affect the
reliability of the source system or data produced from it.
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Assessment of Internal Controls over DATA Act Submission

We performed inquiry and inspection of documents to determine whether internal controls over the
DATA Act submission were operating effectively. We found that overall, controls over the FY 2020 third
quarter DATA Act submission were effective.

Data Act Date Anomaly

The CIGIE identified a timing anomaly with the oversight requirements contained in the DATA Act. That
is, the first Inspector General (IG) reports were due to Congress in November 2016; however, Federal
agencies were not required to report spending data until May 2017. To address this reporting date
anomaly, the 1Gs provided Congress with their first required reports by November 8, 2017, 1 year after
the statutory due date, with two subsequent reports to be submitted following on a 2-year cycle. This is
the third and final report required under the DATA Act. On December 22, 2015, CIGIE’s chair issued a
letter (See Appendix D) detailing the strategy for dealing with the IG reporting date anomaly and
communicated the strategy to the Senate Committee on Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs
and the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform.

Testing Limitations for Files E and F

File E of the DATA Act Information Model Schema contains additional awardee attribute information the
Treasury DATA Act Broker software extracts from the System for Award Management (SAM). File F
contains sub-award attribute information the broker software extracts from the Federal Funding
Accountability and Transparency Act (FFATA) Sub-award Reporting System (FSRS). As CSB does not
receive financial assistance/grants, CSB has no required reporting data for File F. Files E and F data
remain the responsibility of the awardee in accordance with terms and conditions of Federal agreements,
and the quality of these data remains the legal responsibility of the recipient. Therefore, agency senior
accountable officials are not responsible for certifying the quality of File E and F data reported by
awardees, but they are responsible for assuring controls are in place to verify that financial assistance
awardees register in SAM at the time of the award. As such, we did not assess the completeness,
timeliness, quality, and accuracy of the data extracted from SAM and FSRS via the Treasury broker
software system.
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Reporting of the Results of the Sample Testing

Non-Statistical Results
Completeness of the Agency DATA Act Submission

We evaluated CSB’s DATA Act submission to Treasury’s DATA Act Broker and determined that the
submission was complete. To be considered a complete submission, we evaluated Files A, B and C to
determine that all transactions and events that should have been recorded were recorded in the proper
period.

Timeliness of the Agency DATA Act Submission

We evaluated CSB’s fiscal year 2020 3rd quarter DATA Act submission to Treasury’s DATA Act Broker
and determined that the submission was timely. To be considered timely, it had to be submitted and
certified within 45 days of quarter end. CSB completed their DATA Act submission on August 6, 2020.

Completeness of Summary-Level Data for Files A and B

We performed summary-level data reconciliations and linkages for Files A and B and did not identify any
variances. The test results verified: (1) summary-level data from File A matched the Agency's GTAS SF-
133; (2) the totals and TAS identified in File A matched File B; and (3) all object class codes from File B
match codes defined in Section 83 of OMB Circular No. A-11.

Record-Level Linkage for Files (C to B/D1/D2)

We tested the linkages between File C to File B by TAS, object class, and program activity, the linkages
between File C to File D1 by both the PIID and Parent Award 1D. We noted that File D2 is not applicable
to CSB, as such we did not test the linkages between File C to D2 by the FAIN or URI. All of the TAS,
object class, and program activity data elements from File C existed in File B and all of the PlIDs/Parent
Award IDs from File C existed in File D1; and all PIIDs/Parent Award IDs in Files D1 existed in File C.

Statistical Results

We selected a sample of 14 records and tested 59 data elements (as applicable) for completeness,
accuracy, and timeliness.

Completeness of the Data

All data contained in the applicable elements were complete. The projected error rate for the
completeness of the data elements is 00.0%?. A data element was considered complete if the
required data element that should have been reported was reported.

Timeliness of the Data

All data contained in the applicable elements were timely. The projected error rate for the
timeliness of the data elements is 00.0%?. The timeliness of data elements was based on the
reporting schedules defined by the financial, procurement, and financial assistance requirements
(FFATA, FAR, FPDS-NG, FABS, and DAIMS).

1 Based on a 95% confidence level, the projected error rate for completeness of the data element is between
00.0% and 20.0%

2 Based on a 95% confidence level, the projected error rate for timeliness of the data element is between 00.0%
and 20.0%
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Accuracy of the Data

The projected error rate for the accuracy of the data elements is 0.73%?3. A data element was
considered accurate when amounts and other data relating to recorded transactions were
recorded in accordance with the DAIMS RSS, IDD, and the online data dictionary, and agree
with the originating award documentation/contract file.

We noted 3 instances where the Ultimate Unique Parent Identifier Data Element could not be
located in the System for Award Management (SAM). As this field is automatically populated in
the Federal Procurement Data System-Next Generation (FPDS-NG) from SAM, and not
manually entered by CSB or CSB’s service provider, we concluded that this discrepancy was
attributed to FPDS-NG extracting from SAM. See Table 1.

Table 1 — Errors in Data Elements Not Attributable to the Agency

PI1ID DE # Data Element Errors | Attributed to Third Party
20356219F00008 3 Ultimate Parent Unique 3 Unable to find the Ultimate
20356220P00010 Identifier Parent Unique Identifier in

95315818F0015 SAM

Overall Quality of the Data

The quality of the data elements was determined using weighted scores of both statistical sampling results
and nonstatistical testing results. Table 2 provides a summary of quality per the Quality Scorecard. Table
3 provides the range of score for the quality of the data elements.

Table 2 — Quality Scorecard

hemical rd ion
Chemical Safety al;d H:n Investigatiol R o Pt
oar
FY 2021 DATA Act
Without Oulleys | With Outlays
Quality Scorecard {NoCOVID-19 |  [COVID-19
Funding) Funding)
Criteria Score
Timeliness of Agency i 1 S5
Submision o
.g Completeness of Summary = s =
- Level Data (Files A & B) ' )
" Suitability of File € for
L 130 130 100
»n sample Selection
£
S Record-Level Linkages o0 5% e
= (Files € & D1/D2)
(m:;"::‘ Testing MNo COVID- 19 Funding 00 B0O
b Completeness 150 15.0 15.0
-
—
- Accuracy 99 30.0 30.0
"
-
v Timeliness 150 50 15.0
Quality . S
g Excellent 99,856 100.0 100.0

3 Based on a 95% confidence level, the projected error rate for accuracy of the data element is between 00.0% and

20.0%
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Table 3 — Range of Score for Data Quality

Quality Level

Range Level

70 84.999 Moderate
85 94.999 Higher
95 100 Excellent

Based on the results of our statistical and non-statistical testing for CSB’s DATA Act audit for FY 2020
3" quarter, CSB scored 99.856 points, which is a quality rating of Excellent.

Implementation and Use of the Data Standards

We have evaluated CSB’s implementation of the government-wide financial data standards for award and
spending information and determined the CSB is using the standards as defined by OMB and Treasury.
CSB linked by common identifiers (e.g., PIID, FAIN), all of the data elements in their procurement,
financial, and grants systems, as applicable. For the Treasury’s DATA Act Broker files tested, we
generally found that the required elements were present in the file and that the record values were
presented in accordance with the standards.
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Appendix A — Objectives, Scope, Methodology, and Criteria

Appendix A — Objectives, Scope, Methodology, and Criteria

Objectives

The objectives of the performance audit of the CSB’s compliance with the DATA Act are to assess the (1)
completeness, timeliness, quality, and accuracy of CSB FY 2020 third quarter, financial and award data
submitted to Treasury for publication on USASpending.gov; and (2) CSB’s implementation and use of
the Government-wide financial data standards established by the OMB and Treasury.

Scope

The scope of this engagement is the CSB’s FY 2020 third quarter financial and award data submitted for
publication on USAspending.gov. The work performed was in accordance with the standards applicable to
performance statement audits contained in Government Auditing Standards issued by the Comptroller
General of the United States, relevant DATA Act guidance and policies issued by the GAO, OMB, and
CIGIE, including the Inspectors General Guide to Compliance under the DATA Act, dated December 4,
2020.

The scope includes examining DATA Act information reported in the CSB’s FY 2020 third quarter
financial and award data files listed below, as applicable:

File A: Appropriations Account,

File B: Object Class and Program Activity,
File C: Award Financial,

File D1: Award (Procurement)

File D2: Award (Financial Assistance),
File E: Additional Awardee Attributes, and
File F: Sub-award Attributes

Files A, B, and C are submitted by the CSB’s DATA Act Accountant group. Files A and B are summary-
level financial data. File C is reportable award-level data. Files D1 through F contain detailed
demographic information for award-level records reported in File C. Files D1 through F are submitted by
external award reporting systems (FPDS.gov, SAM.gov, and Federal Subaward Reporting System) to
Treasury’s DATA Act Broker. The CSB did not have any required reporting data for File D2. The Senior
Accountable Officer (SAQ) for the CSB is required to certify these seven data files for its agency’s
financial and award data to be published on USASpending.gov. The CSB SAO did not disclose any data
limitations in the FY 2020 Q3 DATA Act submission certification, and we did not note any data
limitations during our audit.

Methodology
To accomplish our objectives, we:

e obtained an understanding of any regulatory criteria related to the CSB’s responsibilities to report
financial and award data under the DATA Act. (See below for a list criteria);

o assessed the internal and information system controls in place as they relate to the extraction of
data from the source systems and the reporting of data to Treasury’s DATA Act Broker, in order
to assess audit risk and design audit procedures;

e assessed internal controls over financial reporting for the DATA Act;

e reviewed and reconciled the FYY 2020 third quarter summary-level data submitted by the CSB for
publication on USAspending.gov;

o assessed the CSB’s implementation and use of the 59 data elements/standards (as applicable)
established by OMB and Treasury; and



Independent Auditors’ Report on Compliance with DATA Act

Appendix A — Objectives, Scope, Methodology, and Criteria

assessed the completeness, timeliness, accuracy, and quality of the financial and award data
sampled; this included testing the CSB’s submission of Files A through D1.

To test the CSB’s DATA Act submission of Files A through D1, we:

reviewed the CSB’s certification and submission process;

determined the timeliness of the CSB’s submission;

determined the completeness of summary level data for Files A and B;

determined whether File C is complete and suitable for sampling;

randomly selected and examined a statistically valid sample of 14 records from a population of 15
total records in the CSB’s FY 2020 third quarter certified spending data reported in File C;

tested detailed record-level linkages for Files C and D1,

tested detailed record-level data elements for Files C and D1 for completeness, accuracy,
timeliness, and quality; and

analyzed results.

Criteria

We determined the following criteria in the table below were applicable to the CSB DATA Act audit:

Criteria

Digital Accountability and Transparency Act of 2014 (DATA Act), PL 113-101

Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency Act of 2006 (FFATA), PL 109-282

Federal Managers’ Financial Integrity Act of 1982 (PL 97-255, 96 USC Sec. 807)

OMB Circular No. A-123

OMB Management Procedures Memorandum No. 2016-03

OO~ WIN|F-

OMB M-17-04 Additional Guidance for DATA Act Implementation:; Further Requirements for
Reporting and Assuring DATA Reliability

OMB M-20-21 Implementation Guidance for Supplemental Funding Provided in Response to the
Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19)

OMB Guidelines for Ensuring and Maximizing the Quality, Objectivity, Utility, and Integrity of
Information Disseminated by Federal Agencies

OMB Open Government Directive-Framework for the Quality of Federal Spending Information

DATA Act Information Model Schema (DAIMS) v. 2.0 (including RSS, IDD, and Practices and
Procedures)

11

DATA Quality Playbook

12

Federal Spending Transparency Data Standards and Whitepapers

13

DATA Act Broker Validation Rules

14

U.S. Digital Services Playbook

15

Government Auditing Standards (The Yellow Book)

16

Standards for Internal Control in the Federal Government

17

Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR)

18

Federal Procurement Data System (FPDS)-Next Generation (NG) Data Dictionary

19

FPDS-NG User Guide

10
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Table 4 — Summary of Results for Record-Level Data Elements

Summary of the results of the detailed record-level test of data elements for Files C and D1. CSB’s results
listed in descending order by accuracy error rate percentage. We determined that the identified risks in
CSB’s Data Quality Plan (DQP) were consistent with the results of testing for reported data.

CSB’s Results for Data Elements
) ) Sample Error Rate*
in Descending Order by Accuracy Error Rate
EIZQI::: . Data Element Name Acﬁacv ) C ) T
3 Ultimate Parent Unique Identifier 21% 0% 0%
1 Awardee/Recipient Legal Entity Name 0% 0% 0%
2 Awardee/Recipient Unique Identifier 0% 0% 0%
4 Ultimate Parent Legal Entity Name 0% 0% 0%
5 Legal Entity Address 0% 0% 0%
6 Legal Entity Congressional District 0% 0% 0%
7 Legal Entity Country Code 0% 0% 0%
8 Legal Entity Country Name 0% 0% 0%
11 Amount of Award 0% 0% 0%
12 Non-Federal Funding Amount 0% 0% 0%
13 Federal Action Obligation 0% 0% 0%
14 Current Total Value of Award 0% 0% 0%
15 Potential Total Value of Award 0% 0% 0%
16 Award Type 0% 0% 0%
17 NAICS Code 0% 0% 0%
18 NAICS Description 0% 0% 0%
19 Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) Number 0% 0% 0%
20 Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance (CFDA) Title 0% 0% 0%
22 Award Description 0% 0% 0%
23 Award Modification / Amendment Number 0% 0% 0%

4 These error rates do not reflect projected error rates to the population, but error rates from the sample alone

11



Independent Auditors’ Report on Compliance with DATA Act

Appendix B — Summary of Results for Record-Level Data Elements

clement # Data Element Name 2 | e
24 Parent Award ID Number 0% 0% 0%
25 Action Date 0% 0% 0%
26 Period of Performance Start Date 0% 0% 0%
27 Period of Performance Current End Date 0% 0% 0%
28 Period of Performance Potential End Date 0% 0% 0%
29 Ordering Period End Date 0% 0% 0%
30 Primary Place of Performance Address 0% 0% 0%
31 Primary Place of Performance Congressional District 0% 0% 0%
32 Primary Place of Performance Country Code 0% 0% 0%
33 Primary Place of Performance Country Name 0% 0% 0%
34 Award ID Number (PIID/FAIN) 0% 0% 0%
35 Record Type 0% 0% 0%
36 Action Type 0% 0% 0%
37 Business Types 0% 0% 0%
38 Funding Agency Name 0% 0% 0%
39 Funding Agency Code 0% 0% 0%
40 Funding Sub Tier Agency Name 0% 0% 0%
41 Funding Sub Tier Agency Code 0% 0% 0%
42 Funding Office Name 0% 0% 0%
43 Funding Office Code 0% 0% 0%
44 Awarding Agency Name 0% 0% 0%
45 Awarding Agency Code 0% 0% 0%
46 Awarding Sub Tier Agency Name 0% 0% 0%
47 Awarding Sub Tier Agency Code 0% 0% 0%
48 Awarding Office Name 0% 0% 0%
49 Awarding Office Code 0% 0% 0%
50 Object Class 0% 0% 0%
51 Appropriations Account 0% 0% 0%
53 Obligation 0% 0% 0%
54 Unobligated Balance 0% 0% 0%

12
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clement # Data Element Name 2 | e
56 Program Activity 0% 0% 0%
57 Outlay (Gross Outlay Amount By Award CPE) 0% 0% 0%
163 National Interest Action 0% 0% 0%
430 Disaster Emergency Fund Code 0% 0% 0%

13
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Appendix C- Accuracy of Dollar-Value Related Data Elements

Table 5 — Accuracy of Dollar-Value Related Data Elements

The Accuracy of Dollar-Value related Data Elements is presented in Table 4 below.

PIID/FAIN # Data Accurate Not Not Total Error | Absolute Value
Element Accurate | Applicable | Tested Rate of Errors
PIID DE Federal Action 14 0 0 14 0% $0
11 Obligation
PIID DE | Current Total 14 0 0 14 0% $0
14 Value of Award
PIID DE | Potential Total 14 0 0 14 0% $0
15 Value of Award
PIID DE | Obligation 14 0 0 14 0% $0
53
FAIN DE | Federal Action 0 0 0 0 0% $0
11 Obligation
FAIN DE Non-Federal 0 0 0 0 0% $0
12 Funding Amount
FAIN DE | Amount of Award 0 0 0 0 0% $0
13
FAIN DE | Current Total 0 0 0 0 0% $0
14 Value of Award
FAIN DE | Obligation 0 0 0 0 0% $0
53

14



Independent Auditors’ Report on Compliance with DATA Act

Appendix D — CIGIE’s DATA Act Anomaly Letter

Appendix D — CIGIE’s DATA Act Anomaly Letter

Council of the

INSPECTORS GENERAL
e 0 INTEGRITY and EFFICIENCY

December 32, 2015

The Hemerable Ron Johnson The Hanorable Tason ChmiTese

Chakrman Chesirirsan

Thes Homeruble Thomas Carper The Honomble Elijah Cummings

Banking Member Hanking bdarnber

Commitiee cn Hemeland Seeuricy Comeniitee on Oversight and Govermment Reform
mnd Crrvermmenta] Affnirs L1L.5. House of Represenitatives

Updped States Senste Waahington, D.C.

Washington, DLC.

Digzar Mr. Chalirmen and Ranking bl emibeens:

The Council of the Inspeciors General on Indegrity and Efficicncy (CIOIE) recognines and
sppacciaies your kadership on issues of Governmend tonsparency and -accoustability.  In
particndar, we belicve the enaciment last poar o the Dhghial Accoumability and Transparency Act
of 2004 [DATA Acl) will significartly improve: ihe guality of Federal spending dana available o
Congress, the public, and the accountsbility cormmunity if properly implenenied. To make sue
this bappens, the DATA Aci provides fir sioong oversight by way of the Federal Inspecions
Ciemeral amd ihe Govermment Accomntibility Office (GAOL  In particular, the DATA Ac
reguires a series of meports from each 1o inclede, omong other things, an ssessment of the
comipbeeness, timeliness, qualiny, and acocuracy of dars submined by agencies wader the DATA
AcL

[ am writing this letter on behalf of CIGIE o imform youn of an important ifming seomaly with
the oversight reguirement for Inspectors Gensmal in the DATA Acl. Your sioffs hove besm
briefed om this timing snomaly, which affects the firs Inspector CGienerm! reponis required by iba
CaATA Act Specifically, the first lmspector Geneeal repons are dos 1o Cengress in Movember
2016, Heowever, the agencies we overses are nod required o submit spending data im compliance
with the DATA Act umil Moy 2007, As o resalt, Inspectors General would be unabie to repont
on the spending dala submitied under the Act, acs this dain will ot exist uniil the followang year.
Thiis ancmaly would cavse the body of reports submilied by the Inspectors CGienerald in Movernber
2014 o be of mingmz!l use o the public, the Con gress, the Executive Braseh, and others.

To scldress this reporting date anomaly, the Inspeciors. Generall plan o provide Cosgress. with
ihekr firss requised repons in Novemnber 2007, » one-vear delay from the duoe daie in sintuts, with

subsequent reports following on o tao-year eyele, in November 2019 and Movember 3121, We
believe that moving the dus dotes back one year will ensble the Inspeciors General io meet the

I AT H Savcl, WW_ Soik 825 Wshogion, [0 HO0&

15



Independent Auditors’ Report on Compliance with DATA Act

Appendix D — CIGIE’s DATA Act Anomaly Letter

Page 2

intemt of the oversight provisions [n the DATA Act and provide useful reports for the public, the
Congress, the Executive Branch, and otlers.

Although we think the best course of action is to delay the Inspecior General reporis, CIGIE is
encouraging he Federal lnspecior General Community 1o undertake DATA Act “readiness
reviews™ at their respective agencies well im advance of the fist November 2017 repon.
Through o working group, CIGIE has developed guidance for these reviews. 1 om pleased 1o
report that several [nspeciors General hive already begun reviews at their respective agencies,
and many [nzpectors General are planning to begin reviews in the near future. We believe thai
these reviews, which are in addition o the specific oversight requirements of the Act, will assist
all parties in helping to ensure the success of the DATA Act implementation.

We have kept GAD officials informed about our plan to delay the first Inspector Oeneral reports
for one year, which they are comforable with, and cur ongeing efforts 1o help ensuwre early
engagernent through Inspector General readiness reviews.,

Should you or vour staffs have any guestions aboul our approach of other aspects of our
collective DATA Act oversight activities, plenss do not hesitate to contact me at (202) 514-3435,

Eirum!na]:.r.lllI -

Michae] E. Horowitz -
Chair, Council of the Inspectors General an [megrity and Efficiency

Inspector Gemeral, LS. Department of Justice

ces The Honnrakle David Mader, Cortraller, GMB
The Honomble Gene Dodars, Comptroll er General, GAO

16
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U.S. Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board

U.S. Chemical Safety and
Hazard Investigation Board

Memorandum
To: Paul C. Curtis, Director — Financial Dilrectorate1 Office of Audit, Office of Inspector
General Rl \
From: Katherine A. Lemos, Chairman and C O@

Ce: David LaCerte — Acting Managing Director
Bruce Walker — Senior Advisor and Audit Liaison
Michele Lawson — Finance Director
Chuong Dai Nguyen — Acting Chief Financial Officer

Subject:  Management Response to the Office of Inspector General (OIG) Fiscal Year 2021 DATA
Act Performance Audit Report

Date: October 27, 2021

The U.S. Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board (CSB or “Agency”) has performed
significant work since the passage of the Digital Accountability and Transparency Act (DATA
Act) in FY 2014. This work includes the development and implementation of enhanced guidance
and processes to review, identify, and determine discrepancies, and address potential data quality
issues on a monthly basis. This work also includes reporting to OMB and certifying the
accuracy rate of the CSB’s USAspending.gov data on a quarterly basis. These accomplishments
are a testament to the Agency’s commitment to improved transparency and accountability of
spending data.

The CSB is fully compliant with the DATA Act reporting requirements and exerts effective
controls over our DATA Act reporting process. The OIG’s draft report identified the following
results for the transactions sampled in the audit: 0.00% for the completeness error rate; 0.73%
for the accuracy error rate; and 0.00% for the timelines error rate. Based upon our review of the
draft OIG report, we concur with the audit determination that the CSB’s data was generally of
excellent quality — that is, significant amounts of the data were complete, timely, and accurate.
We are also very pleased to note that the accuracy error was attributed to a third party (namely,
FPDS-NG, which extracted data from SAM; the error did not involve data that was manually
entered either by the CSB or by the CSB’s service provider), and that no recommendations were
made to the CSB.

We appreciate the opportunity to respond to the OIG draft report. Please contact Chuong Dai
Nguyen in the Office of Financial Operations at (202) 302-9090 with any questions.

17
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BFS/ARC Bureau of Fiscal Service, Administrative Resource Center
CARES Act Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security Act of 2020
CIGIE The Council of the Inspector General on Integrity and Efficiency
COVID-19 Coronavirus Disease 2019

CSB Chemical Safety and Hazard Investigation Board

DAIMS DATA Act Information Model Schema

DATA Act The Digital Accountability and Transparency Act of 2014
DE Data Element

DQP Data Quality Plan

DEFC Disaster Emergency Fund Code

EPA Environmental Protection Agency

FABS Financial Assistance Broker Submission

FAEC Federal Audit Executive Council

FAIN Federal Award Identification Number

FAR Federal Acquisition Regulations

FFATA Federal Funding Accountability and Transparency Act of 2006
FPDS-NG Federal Procurement Data System Next Generation

FY Fiscal Year

GAO Government Accountability Office

GTAS Government-wide Treasury Account Symbol Adjusted Trial Balance System
IDD Interface Definition Document

[€] Inspector General

OFF Oracle Federal Financials

OMB Office of Management and Budget

PIID Procurement Instrument Identifier

PRISM Procurement Request Information System Management

RSS Reporting Submission Specification

SAM System for Award Management

SAO Senior Accountable Official

TAS Treasury Account Symbol

Treasury The United States Department of the Treasury

URI Unique Record Identifier

18
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