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§3052.515 Audit working papers.

(a) Retention of working papers. The
auditor shall retain working papers
and reports for a minimum of three
years after the date of issuance of the
auditor’s report(s) to the auditee, un-
less the auditor is notified in writing
by the cognizant agency for audit,
oversight agency for audit, or pass-
through entity to extend the retention
period. When the auditor is aware that
the Federal awarding agency, pass-
through entity, or auditee is con-
testing an audit finding, the auditor
shall contact the parties contesting the
audit finding for guidance prior to de-
struction of the working papers and re-
ports.

(b) Access to working papers. Audit
working papers shall be made available
upon request to the cognizant or over-
sight agency for audit or its designee, a
Federal agency providing direct or in-
direct funding, or GAO at the comple-
tion of the audit, as part of a quality
review, to resolve audit findings, or to
carry out oversight responsibilities
consistent with the purposes of this
part. Access to working papers includes
the right of Federal agencies to obtain
copies of working papers, as is reason-
able and necessary.

§3052.520 Major program determina-
tion.

(a) General. The auditor shall use a
risk-based approach to determine
which Federal programs are major pro-
grams. This risk-based approach shall
include consideration of: Current and
prior audit experience, oversight by
Federal agencies and pass-through en-
tities, and the inherent risk of the Fed-
eral program. The process in para-
graphs (b) through (1) of this section
shall be followed.

(b) Step 1. (1) The auditor shall iden-
tify the larger Federal programs, which
shall be labeled Type A programs. Type
A programs are defined as Federal pro-
grams with Federal awards expended
during the audit period exceeding the
larger of:

(i) $300,000 or three percent (.03) of
total Federal awards expended in the
case of an auditee for which total Fed-
eral awards expended equal or exceed
$300,000 but are less than or equal to
$100 million.
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(ii) $3 million or three-tenths of one
percent (.003) of total Federal awards
expended in the case of an auditee for
which total Federal awards expended
exceed $100 million but are less than or
equal to $10 billion.

(iii) $30 million or 15 hundredths of
one percent (.0015) of total Federal
awards expended in the case of an
auditee for which total Federal awards
expended exceed $10 billion.

(2) Federal programs not labeled
Type A under paragraph (b)(1) of this
section shall be labeled Type B pro-
grams.

(3) The inclusion of large loan and
loan guarantees (loans) should not re-
sult in the exclusion of other programs
as Type A programs. When a Federal
program providing loans significantly
affects the number or size of Type A
programs, the auditor shall consider
this Federal program as a Type A pro-
gram and exclude its values in deter-
mining other Type A programs.

(4) For biennial audits permitted
under §3052.220, the determination of
Type A and Type B programs shall be
based upon the Federal awards ex-
pended during the two-year period.

(c) Step 2. (1) The auditor shall iden-
tify Type A programs which are low-
risk. For a Type A program to be con-
sidered low-risk, it shall have been au-
dited as a major program in at least
one of the two most recent audit peri-
ods (in the most recent audit period in
the case of a biennial audit), and, in
the most recent audit period, it shall
have had no audit findings under
§3052.510(a). However, the auditor may
use judgment and consider that audit
findings from questioned costs under
§3052.510(a)(3) and §3052.510(a)(4), fraud
under §3052.510(a)(6), and audit follow-
up for the summary schedule of prior
audit findings under §3052.510(a)(7) do
not preclude the Type A program from
being low-risk. The auditor shall con-
sider: the criteria in §3052.525(c),
§3052.525(d)(1), §3052.525(d)(2), and
§3052.525(d)(3); the results of audit fol-
low-up; whether any changes in per-
sonnel or systems affecting a Type A
program have significantly increased
risk; and apply professional judgment
in determining whether a Type A pro-
gram is low-risk.
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