State of South Dakota

Self-assessment and internal control report

FY 2022 QTR 4

Date: June 30, 2022

Agencies under review
this reporting period:

» Bureau of Finance and
Management

» Department of Revenue

» Department of Tribal
Relations

» Department of Tourism

» Department of
Corrections

> School and Public Lands

> Office of the State
Auditor

Executive Summary

The State of South Dakota Internal Control Framework has been successfully rolled out to eleven agencies: the Bureau
of Finance & Management, the Department of Revenue, the Department of Agriculture, the Department of Game, Fish
& Parks, the Department of Tribal Relations, the Department of Tourism, the Department of Corrections, the
Department of the Military, School and Public Lands, the Office of the State Auditor, and the Department of Public
Safety. These agencies have documented their objectives, risks and controls which are subject to periodic revision.

Due to a merger between the Department of Agriculture and the Department of Environment and Natural Resources,
work done at the Department of Agriculture is temporarily suppressed. We will resume this work as well as refresh it
to reflect the new agency when the framework is rolled out to Department of Agriculture and Natural Resources.

The Framework provides for the need to monitor, test and report control deficiencies as part of the first line of defense
activities. This report details the results and findings as part of the self-assessments performed by the control owners
in each division. The following activities were performed as part of the self-assessment:

e Control owners and Agency Internal Control Officers completed a review of their objectives, risks, and controls
to ensure their matrix was up to date. This includes changing risks, risk ratings, objectives, and prioritizations
where necessary;

e Control owners completed a self-assessment/attestation for their respective controls validating control
effectiveness;

e Control owners are documenting remediation plans for control deficiencies where applicable;

e Control owners received training on attestation completion;

e The Statewide Internal Control Officer reviewed the key information reported by all relevant parties and
provided guidance where necessary.

Overall, we had a 98.1% response rate on the control owner attestations this quarter.




Statewide Self-Assessment Results

Agencies
represented in
this report:

Bureau of
Finance and
Management

Department of
Revenue

Department of
Game, Fish &
Parks

Department of
Tribal
Relations

Department of
Tourism

Department of
Corrections

Department of
the Military

School and
Public Lands

Office of the
State Auditor

Statewide
Metric Details Quarter 4, FY 22 Quarter 3, FY 22 Quarter 2, FY 22 CQuarter 1, FY 22
Rizk by Type Humber Percent Number Percent Mumber Percent Mumber Percent
_':”“r'l": P;“’EF"""" 167 10.0% 164 10.7% 162 11.2% 143 13.0%
Echnofogy &0 16% 51 33% 51 3.5% 51 46%
Operational 1031 61.8% 940 61.5% 883 51.0% 635 57.8%
Compliance 216 12.9% 188 12.3% 168 11.6% 126 11.5%
Financial 195 11.7% 186 12.2% 124 12.7% 143 13.0%
1669 100% 1529 100% 1448 100% 1098 100%
Risk by Pricrity Low 522 31.3% 474 31.0% 438 30.2% 208 27.1%
Medium 888 53.2% 812 53.1% ral 53.2% 581 52 9%
High 166 0.0% 162 10.6% 158 10.9% 130 12.7%
Critical a3 56% 81 53% g1 5.6% 80 73%
1669 100% 1529 100% 1448 100% 1098 100%
Control Owner Self- Comipleted On-time 98.1% 91.8% 100% 3%
Assessments
Critical / High Priority Risks | High 8 4.8% 13 7.8% 10 B% g 5.4%
with an Identified Control Critical 5 54% 1 1.1% 1 1.1% 0 0%
Issue 13 5% 14 5.4% 1 4.2% g 3.5%
Fast Due Remediation o 0 0 0
Actions
Rizsks with Priority Changes 0 L] 0 0
MNew Control Issues by Risk Humber Percent Number Percent Mumber Percent Mumber Percent
Type Public Perception 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 1 10.0% 0 0.0%
Technology 1 8.3% 0 0.0% 1 10.0% 0 00%
Operational 10 83.3% 1 24.6% 3 30.0% 7 87.5%
Compliance 1 8.3% 1 7.7% 2 20.0% 0 00%
Financial 0 0.0% 1 7.7% 3 30.0% 1 12 5%
Total Open Control lssues 4 2 1 1
Preventive vs. Detective 40.B% vs. 59.2% 39.4% vs. 606% 40 .Fe vs. 59.8% J69% vs. 63.1%
Controls
Contrals by Frequency Ad-Hoc 179 43.8% 167 42 5% 160 415% 126 39.7%
Daily 55 13.4% 54 13.7% 54 14.0% 37 11.7%
Weekly 10 2.4% 10 2.5% 10 26% g 28%
Bi-Weekly 6 1.5% 5 1.3% 5 1.3% 5 16%
Monthly 62 15.7% 52 15.8% 62 16.1% 51 16.1%
Bi-Monthiy 3 0.7% 3 0.8% 3 08% 3 09%
Quarterly 13 39% 12 31% 12 31% 12 38%
Semi-Annually 7 1.7% 7 1.8% 7 18% 6 190%
Annually 74 18.1% 73 18.6% 73 18.9% 68 21.5%
409 100% 393 100% 386 100% N7 100%




FINANCE

MANAGEMENT B f F. g M t
Agency Bureau of Finance and Management
Internal Metric Details Quarter 4, FY 22 Quarter 2, FY 22 Cuarter 4, F¥ Quarter 2, FY 2
Control Risk by Type Mumbeer Percent Mumber Percent Humber Peroent Humber Percent
Public Perception D 0.0% D 0.0% 0 0% 0 0.0%
Officer: Technolagy 13 7.0% 13 7.0% 13 705 13 7.0%
Matt Flett, Qpematicnal 122 5.8% 123 £.5.5% 123 B5.8% 123 B5 A%
. Compltancs 7 14.4% 27 14.4% 77 14.4% 77 14.4%
Director Fanancial 24 12.8% 24 128% 24 128% 24 128%
187 100% 187 100% 187 100% 187 100%
Last Risk by Priarity Low 52 27 B 52 27 F. 52 27 6% 52 ITES
A Medium 109 58.3% 109 58.7% 109 58.3% 109 SB.I%
review High 5 13.4% 25 13.4% 25 13.4% 25 12.4%
. Critical 1 0.5% 1 0.5% 1 0.5% 1 0.5%
period:

b 187 100% 187 100% 187 100% 187 100%
December Cantrel Owner Seli- Campleted Orrtime 20.5% 100% 100% 100%
20, 2021 A sEssrments

Critical / High Priceity Risks | High o 0 o s ] s ] 0%
with an Identified Contral Critizal o 0 o s ] s ] 0%
Date Of |z s e u “ u “ n “ n n'-ﬁ.
review: Past Due Remediation o o 0 0
Actions
June 30, -
5092 Risks with Priority Changes 0 0 ] ]
New Corirol lssues by Risk Mumbser Percent Mumbser Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Tectmology o e o % 0 Y 0 0%
Operaticnal o 0 o s ] (19 ] 0%
Campliance o 0 o s ] (19 ] 0%
Financial o % o s o % o 0%
Tokal Dpen Control [ssues o o 1] 1]
Controd lssues by Division BFM Budget Analysis b s ] e 1] (151 0 0%
BFM EMFO 0 0% ] 0 ] s il 0%
BFM Financial Reparting 0 0% ] 0 ] s il 0%
BFM Financial Systems and 1] 0% ] (113 ] s i} 0%
Operations 0 0% ] s ] s i} 0%
BFM Internal Controds 0 0% ] 0% ] (i; 9 i} 0%
BFM State Economis]
Cantrols with Independent 0 ) [ [
Audi Issues
Conlrols wilh Repeal lssues i} 1] li] i}
Preverbve vs. Debectne B7. 2% ws. 3T 8% B7.2% vs. 32 8% 67 2% vs A2 B% 67.2% ws. J2.B%
Conlrols:
Controls By Frequency Ac-Hoo 12 52.5% 17 52.5% az 57 5% a2 525%
Diaily B 12.1% B 13.1% ] 12.1% 8 121%
Weskly 1 1.6% 1 1.6% 1 1.6% 1 1.6%
Bi-Weskly o 0.0% ] 0% ] 0.0 i} 0.0%
Monthly 4 6.6% 4 6.6% 4 6% 4 6%
Bi-Manthly 0 0.0% ] 0% ] o0 i} 0.0%
Quarterly 3 49% ] 19% 3 A0 3 4.95%
Semi-Anrually 1 1.6% 1 1.6% 1 1.6% 1 1.6%
Annually 12 19.7% 12 19.7% 12 19.7% 12 19.7%
&1 100% 61 1008 61 100% &1 100%




DEPARTMENT OF REVENUE

Department of Revenue

Agency
Internal
Control
Officer:
Bobi Adams,
Deputy
Director

Last review
period:
December20,
2021

Date of
review:
June 30, 2022

Department of Revenue
detric Dretails Cuarter 4, FY 22 Quarter 2, F¥ 22 Guarter 4, Fr2 Quarter 2, FY21
Risk by Typs Mumbser Percent Mumbser Percent Mumber Prercent Mumber Percent
Public Pesceaban
45 15.2% 45 15.7% 45 15.2% 45 15.7%
Technology 24 E1% 24 B1% 24 B1% 24 B1%
Operational 8BS I8 T /5 8. 7% &5 8. 7% &5 IR TS
Compltancs 76 5 7% 76 25.7% Th 25.7% 76 25.7%
Fmancial B& 27 9% 66 22 3% &6 2 3% & 27 3%
96 100 FO6 100% P06 100% 206 100%
Risik by Prianity Law ra 24 0% 1 24.0% 71 24.0% | 24.0%
Mediurm 119 40.2% 19 A0. 7% 19 20.7% 19 40.7%
High 50 16 5% 54 16.5% 50 16.0% 50 16.9%
Critical 5 18 9% 56 18.5% 56 18.9% 56 1R 9%
96 1005 06 100% P06 100% P06 A100%
Carired Owner Seli- Completed On-time 100% 100% 100% 100%
A spssrmenis
Critical / High Pricrity Rsks | High 1 % 4 3 o [ies 1 %
with an Iderified Contral Critical 1 1.8% 1 1% 1 1.8% Z 3.6%
Issue 2 1.9% 5 A.T% 1 0.5% 3 2%
Past Due Remediation o o [} 1]
Ariions
Rizk= with Priority Changes o o 7] 7]
Mew Comirod lssues by Risk Mumbser Percent Mumbser Percent Mumber Prercent Mumber Percent
Type Public Perceptian o 0L0% 1 0.0% o 005 0 0.0%
Technology 1 50.0% o 0.0% a 005 0 0.0%
[ pusclicurisl o 0.0% 1 20,06 0 0.0% 1 33.3%
Compliance 1 50.0% z 40.0% a 005 2 66.7%
Financial o 0.0% 1 0. 0% 1 100L0% o 0.0
Total Open Contral Issues 1 o a a
Camrod lssues by Division COR Administration o 0.0% z A40.0% 1 100.0% 1 31.3%
DOR Ausdit o 0.0% o 00% o oo o 0.0%
[:0R Business Tax o D0% 1 0.0 o 00 o 0.0
COR Gaming o 0.0% o 0U0% o oo o 0.0%
COR Legal o D0% o DUl o 00 o 0.0
COR Lotiery o 0.0% o 0% o 0% 1 33.3%
COR Medos Vehicles z 100.0% o DUl o 00 1 33.5%
COR Praperty Taxes o DL0% z 4007 o 00 o 0.0
OR Special Taxes o D0% o DUl o [l o 0.0
Comrols with Independent o o 5] o
Aadil Ismues
Cantrols with Repeal lssuess o i} a [i]
Preventve vs. Delectes 34 3% vs. GETE 34 3% wvs. 657 35% v, 5% 20% v, 65N
Corrods
Cantrols by Freguency Ao 65 38 5% 5 I8 5% S A5.0% 56 35.0%
Caaily 5 14.8% 25 14.8% 25 15.6% 25 156%
Vimekhy & 6% B 6% & 3 A% & 3.8
Bi-Weekly 5 3.0% 5 30% 5 1% 5 3%
Monthly a7 O a7 1.0% a7 1% a7 Z31%
Bi-kbanthly 3 1.8% % 1% 3 1.9% 3 1.5%
Cuarterly 3 6% & 1 6% [ a3 A% [ 3R
Semi-Anrually 1 D% 1 DS 1 6% 1 0.6%
Annually | 12 4% 1 12.4% 1 131% by | 131%
169 100% 169 100% 160 100% 160 100%




Department of Tribal Relations

Agency
Internal
Control
Officer
Hallie Getz,
Finance
Officer

Last
review
period:
December
20, 2021

Date of
review:
June 30,
2022

Department of Tribal Relations

Metric Details Quarter 4, FY 22 Quarter 2, FY 22 Quarter 4, F¥21 Quarter 2, FY21
Risk by Type Number Percent Number Percent Numbser Percent Number Percent
Fublic Perception 21 15.3% 21 15.3% 21 15.3% 0 0%
Technaology 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0%
Operational 85 69.3% 85 69.3% 85 69.3% 0 0%
Compilance 3 2.2% 3 2.2% 3 2.2% 0 0%
Financial 18 13.1% 18 13.1% 18 13.1% 0 0%
137 100% 137 100% 137 100% 0 0%
Rizk by Pricrity Low 34 24 8% 34 24 8% 34 24.8% i} 0%
Medium 89 65.0% B9 65.0% B9 65.0% i} 0%
High 13 9.5% 13 9.5% 13 9.5% [i] 0%
Critical 1 0.7% 1 0.7% 1 0.7% i} 0%
137 100% 137 100% 137 100% 0 0%
Control Owner Self- Completed On-time 100% 100% 100% %
Assessments
Critical / High Priority Risks High 2 15.4% 1 7.7% 2 15.4% L] 0%
with an |dentified Control Critical 0 0% i} 0% 1 100% i} 0%
lssue 2 14.3% 1 7% 3 21.4% 0 0%
Past Due Remediation 0 0 0 ]
Actions
Risks with Priority Changes [i] i] i] L]
New Caontrol lssues by Risk Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Type Public Perception 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0%
Technology 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0%
Operational 2 1000% |1 1000% |3 1000% |0 0%
Compliance 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0%
Financial 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0%
Total Open Contral Issues 1 0 0 ]
Caontrol Issues by Division TRIB Tribal Relations 2 | 100.0% 1 | 100.0% 3 100.0% ] 0%
Caontrals with Independent [i] i] i] ]
Audit lssues
Controls with Repeat |ssues 0 0 0 ]
Preventive vs. Detective 429% vs. 57.1% 42.9% vs. 57.1% 429%vs 57.1% 0% vs. 0%
Caontrals
Contrals by Frequency Ad-Hoe 4 2B.6% 4 28.6% 4 28 6% ] 0%
Daily 0 0.0% i} 0.0% i} 0.0% i} 0%
Weekly 0 0.0% i] 0.0% i] 0.0% ] 0%
Bi-Weakly 0 0.0% i} 0.0% i} 0.0% i} 0%
Monthly 3 21.4% 3 21.4% 3 21.4% i} 0%
Bi-Monthly 0 0.0% i] 0.0% i] 0.0% ] 0%
Quarterly 1 71% 1 T1% 1 T1% i} 0%
Sermi-Annually 3 21.4% 3 21.4% 3 21.4% i} 0%
Annually 3 21.4% 3 21.4% 3 21.4% L] 0%
14 100% 14 100% 14 100% 0 0%




Skt

Department of Tourism

Agency
Internal
Control
Officer
Hallie Getz,
Finance
Officer

Last review
period:
December
20, 2021

Date of
review:

June 30,
2022

Department of Tourism

Metric Details Quarter 4, FY 22 Quarter 2, FY 22 Quarter 4, FY21 Quarter 2, FY'21
Risk by Type MNurmber Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
$Ub|L'C P;m!pt'““ 16 15.7% 16 15.7% 16 15.7% 0 0%
echnoiogy i 0.0% o 0.0% o 0.0% 0 0%
Opesational 76 74.5% 76 74.5% 76 74.5% o 0%
Compilance 4 29% 4 39% 4 30% o 0%
Financial 3 5.9% & 5.9% & 5.9% o 0%
102 100% 102 100% 102 100% o 0%
Rizk by Priority Low 58 56.9% 58 56.9% 58 56.9% o 0%
Madium 34 333% 34 333% 34 333% 1] 0%
High 5 4.9% 5 4.9% 5 4.9% 1] 0%
Critical 5 4.9% 5 4.9% 5 4.9% 1] 0%
102 100% 102 100% 102 100% 1] 0%
Caontrol Owner Self- Completed On-tinne 90% 100% 60% 0%
Agsessments
Critical / High Priority Risks | High 1 20% 1 20% 1 20% o 0%
with an Identified Control Critical 0 0% i] 0% i] 0% 1] 0%
ssue 1 10% 1 10% 1 10% 1] 0%
Past Due Remediaticn [i] 0 0 [i]
Actions
Risks with Priority Changes [i] 0 0 [i]
New Control Issues by Risk _ ) MNumber Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Type Public Perception 0 0% o 0% o 0.0% o 0%
Technalogy 0 0% 0 0% 0 0.0% o 0%
Operational o 0% 0 0% 1 1000% |0 0%
Compliance 0 0% 0 0% 0 0.0% 0 0%
Financial 0 0% 0 0% 0 0.0% 0 0%
Tatal Open Control lssues 1 1 1 [i]
Caontrol Issues by Division TOUR Arts 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 1 100.0% 1] 0%
TOUR Tourism 0 0.0% i] 0.0% i] 0.0% o 0%
Controls with Independent [i] i) i) [i]
Audit Issues
Controls with Repeat |ssues [i] i) i) [i]
Preventive vs. Detective 20% vs. BO0% 20% vs. BO% 20% vs. B0% 0% ws. 0%
Controls
Cantrols by Frequency Ad-Hoc [i] 0.0% 0 0.0% 0 0.0% [i] 0%
Daily 2 20.0% 2 20.0% 2 20.0% 1] 0%
Weakly 1 1000% 1 10.0% 1 10.0% li] 0%
Bi-Weakly 0 0.0% i] 0.0% i] 0.0% 1] 0%
Monthly 3 30.0% 3 30.0% 3 30.0% 1] 0%
Bi-Monthly 0 0.0% i] 0.0% i] 0.0% 1] 0%
Quarterly 1] 0.0% ] 0.0% ] 0.0% 1] 0%
Serni-Annually 0 0.0% i] 0.0% i] 0.0% 1] 0%
Annually 4 40.0% 4 40.0% 4 40.0% 1] 0%
10 100% 10 100% 10 100% 1] 0%




Department of Corrections

Agency
Internal
Control
Officer
Danna
Humig,
Assistant
Finance
Director

Last review
period:
December
20, 2021

Date of
review:

June 30,
2022

Department of Corrections
Metric Dretails Quarter 4, FY 22 Quarter 2, FY 22 Chiarter 4, FY21 Quarter 2, FY21
Risk by Type Mumbeer Percent Murmbser Percent Mumber Peroent Mumber Peroent
Fublic Perception 19 5.4% 19 5.4% o % o 0%
Technclogy o 0L0% 1] 0% o (13 ] 0%
Operaticnal 248 70.9% 24R T0.5% o (13 ] 0%
Compliance 42 12.0% 42 12.0% o s 0 0%
Fmancial 41 11.7% 41 11.7% ] s 0 0%
50 100 50 100 7] o o 0%
Risk by Priarity Law 140 400 140 4.0 o o o 0%
Mediurmn 190 H.3% 190 54.7% o [ 0 0%
High 19 54% 19 54% o o 0 0%
Critical 1 0.3% 1 DA% o [ o 0%
50 100 50 100% o o o 0%
Caorrod Owner Self- Completed On-time 100 100% e 0%
Arspssrrenis
Caitical / High Priceity Risks | High 1 15.8% ] 15.6% 7] o 0 0%
with an Idemified Coniral Critical 1 100% 1] ¥ o (19 o 0%
s sue 4 s 3 15% o e 0 0%
Past Due Remediation 1] i ] i i
Bclhans
Risks with Priority Changes o i) 7] o
Mew Comtrol lssues by Risk Numbeer Percent Murmbser Percent Mumber Peroent Mumber Peroent
Tyme Public Percentian o D.0% o 0L0% O [FeS ] 0%
Eﬂ"ﬂ?hm{ o nL0% o o0% o o i 0%
paEatans 4 100.0% 1 13.5% o (19 o 0%
Compliance o 0L0% 1] 0% o (13 ] 0%
Financial o 0% 2 66.7% 0 % 0 0%
Total Open Control Issues D 1] o 8]
Cantred lssues by Division COC Administration o 0.0% o 00% o [ 0 0%
DeOC Classification & Programming i) D% ] 0L0% a 0% 8] 0%
[0 Finance o 0L0% o o0% o o o 0%
D0 Grants o 0.0% o 00% o [ o 0%
D:0OC Inmate Records: 1] 0% o DL0% 1] o i 0%
DOC Juverile o 0.0% o 00% o [ 0 0%
DO Parcle o 0.0% o 00% o (Y o 0%
CR0C Pheasantland Industries o 0L0% 3 100.0% o e o 0%
COC Security 4 100.0% o 00% o o 0 0%
Cartrods with Independent o o [7] o
Adit Issues
Caortrods with Repeal lssues i i ] a 1]
Prevenlve vs. Delecinos BO% we. 40% Bl v, 40% 0% ws. 0% 0% v 0%
Caorrods:
Cantrols by Freguency Mo 5 1.7% 25 41.7% 7] o 0 0%
Caily 17 78.9% 17 8.7% o [ il 0%
Wisakly 1 1.7% 1 1.7% o [ 0 0%
Bi-Weskly o 0L0% 1] 0% o (19 o 0%
Monthly 11 18.9% 1 18.3% o o o 0%
Bi-Manthly o 0.0% o 00% o [ 0 0%
Cuarierly o oL0% i) 0% o (19 o 0%
Semi-Anrually 1 1.7% 1 1.7% o o o 0%
Annually 5 B3% 5 Ra% 1} (19 i 0%
&0 100% &0 100% [5] o 0 0%




sCHOOL&

PUBLIC LANDS School & Public Lands

Agency
Internal
Control
Officer
Justin Nagel,
Deputy
Commissioner

Last review
period:
N/A

Date of
review:
June 30, 2022

School and Public Lands

Metric Deetails Quarter 4, FY 22 CQuarter 2, FY 22 Quarter 4, FY X1 Quarter 2, F¥21
Risk by Type Miumibser Percent Murmber Percent Mumber Percent Mumber Percent
Public Percention 1 10% D 0% 0 T 0 0%
Technalagy ] 00% 0 0% o % 0 0%
Cipesational 2 £0.2% 0 0% o % 0 0%
Complunce 13 16.7% 0 e o e o 0%
Fanancial B 10.3% ] [ o % 0 0%
TE 100% o e o [1E9 i} 0%
Rizk by Priarity Lo 15 44 5% ] e i] o 1] 0%
Medium 40 51.3% ] e 1] (151 1] 0%
High 2 2 6% ] e 1] o 1] 0%
Critical 1 1.3% ] e 1] (151 1] 0%
T8 100% ] e 1] e a 0%
Camrol Owner Self- Campleted On-time: 100% 0% e 0%
A spssrren s
Critical f High Priceity Rizks | High ] i ] ] 0 1] o 1] 0%
with an Idemified Cantral Critical ] s ] e 1] (151 1] 0%
Issue ] % 0 0% o % i 0%
Past Due Remediation ] ] 1] 1]
Bctions
Rizkx with Priorty Changes ] ] 1] 1]
Mew Conirod lssues by Risk Fumibeer Fercent Mumbser Percent Mumber Percent Mumber Peroent
Technalogy 0 0 0 e o e o 0%
pcslionsl 0 0% 0 s 0 0% o 0%
EP'"F!*’IFE 0] 0% 0 0% o % 0 0%
Fancia 0 0% o 0% i} % i} 0%
Tetal Open Control ssues ] o 0 0
Control lssues by Division SPL Finance o s ] v 1] 15 1] 0%
SPL Land Maragement ] 0% ] e 1] e o 0%
SPL0il, Gas & GIS i} i1 o ¥ i} [iE 3 i} 0%
Caonftrols with Independent ] ] a o]
Baidil lssues
Canrols with Repeal lssues i} i} i} i}
Preventive vs. Detectve % ws To% 0 vs. 0% e vs. 0% O ws. 0%
Comrols:
Conirols by Freguency fud-Hoo 3 T30 ] 0 1] 15 o 0%
Deaily ] 0.0% ] e 1] e o 0%
Weekly ] 0.0% ] e 1] e o 0%
Bi-Weskly ] 0.0% ] 0 1] e ] 0%
Monthly i} DL o ¥ i} [iE 3 i} 0%
Bi-hanthly ] 0.0% ] e 1] e o 0%
Quarterly ] 0.0% ] e 1] e i] 0%
Semi-Anrually ] 0.0% ] e 1] e i] 0%
Annually 1 25.0% ] s 1] e o 0%
4 100% ] e 1] e ] 0%




Office of the

2 STATE AUDITOR

X

=

el Sies Office of the State Auditor

Office of the State Auditor
Agency
Internal Metric Details Quarter 4, FY 22 Quarter 2, FY 22 Quarter 4, F¥21 Quarter 2, FY21
Control Risk by Type MNumber Percent Humber Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Public Perception o 0.0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Officer Technology 9 14.5% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Rich Operational a7 59.7% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Satteast Compliance 15 24.2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
attgast, Financial 1 1.6% 0 0% i 0% 0 0%
State Auditor 62 100% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Risk by Priority Low 13 21.0% i] 0% i 0% ] 0%
. Medium 36 58.1% 1] 0% 4] 0% ] 0%
Last review High 2 3.2% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
period: Critical 11 17.7% 1] 0% 0 0% 1] 0%
N / A 62 100% 1] 0% 0 0% 1] 0%
Contral Owner Self- Completed On-time 100% 0% 0% 0%
Assessments
Date of Critical / High Priority Risks | High 0 0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
review: with an Identified Control Critical 3 27.3% 1] 0% 4] 0% ] 0%
Issue
June 30, 3 23.1% 0 0% i] 0% 0 0%
Past Due Remediaticn [i] 0 i] i}
2022 ;
Actions
Rigks with Priority Changes [i] 0 i] i}
Mew Control Issues by Risk Mumber Percent Hurmber Percent Mumber Percent Number Percent
Type Public Perception 0 0.0% o 0% o 0% 0 0%
Technology 0 0.0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Operational 4 1000% |0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Compitance i 0.0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Financial 0 0.0% 0 0% 0 0% 0 0%
Total Open Control |ssues 1] i] i ]
Control Issues by Division 0OSA Accounting [i] 0.0% i] 0% i 0% ] 0%
OS54 Auditing [i] 0.0% i] 0% i 0% L] 0%
OSA Payroll 1 100.0% 0 0% i] 0% 0 0%
Controls with Independent 0 i] i 1]
Audit lssues
Contrals with Repeat lssues L1 1] 0 1]
Preventive vs. Detective 91.7% vs. B3% 0% vs. 0% 0% vs. 0% 0% vs. 0%
Contrals
Cantrols by Frequency Ad-Hoe 9 75.0% 0 0% i] 0% i} 0%
Daily 1 B.3% 0 0% 1] 0% 0 0%
Weekly a 0.0% 1] 0% 0 0% ] 0%
Bir-Weekly 1 B.3% 0 0% i] 0% 0 0%
Manthly a 0.0% 1] 0% 0 0% 1] 0%
Bi-Monithly 0 0.0% 0 0% i] 0% 0 0%
Quarterly 1 B.3% i] 0% i 0% L] 0%
Semi-Annually a 0.0% 1] 0% 0 0% ] 0%
Annually 0 0.0% 0 0% 1] 0% 0 0%
12 100% 0 0% 0 0% ] 0%




Framework Project Update

 Internal Control Framework drafted and adopted
- Implementationtraining material developed

SPL, OSA, and DPS)
* GRC Technology implemented
« Presented Annual Work Plan to GOAC in October 2021
- Extended INRY contract for ServiceNow GRC administrative support
« Extended PwC consulting contract extension

« Rolled out to eleven agencies (BFM, DOR,SDDA, GFP, DTR, TOUR, DOC, DOM,

~

J

\
- Implementationstarted at Department of Social Services
« Planning for future implementations
« FY23 Work Plan Drafted for review/approval

_J

« One offices awaiting implementation of framework:
Not « Department of Health

started




