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Acting Assistant Secretary for Management
and Chief Financial Officer

The Energy Policy Act of 1992 (EPACT) encourages each Inspector
General to periodically review its agency’s progress on energy
conservation. On July 26, 2001, the Chairman and Ranking
Member of the U.S. Senate Committee on Government Affairs
expressed their continued interest in the Department’s energy
conservation issues in a letter to our office.

In coordination with the Treasury Inspector General for Tax
Administration (TIGTA), we conducted a review of Treasury’s
compliance with National Energy Conservation Policy Act (NECPA)
as amended by EPACT. TIGTA will report separately on the
Internal Revenue Service (IRS). Our objective was to determine
whether Treasury met the goal established for Fiscal Year (FY)
2000 and will likely meet the Administration’s goals for FY 2005
and FY 2010. This report covers what was discovered from the
fieldwork and the review of the energy consumption data obtained
from the Department’s energy management officer and the
bureaus’ energy management coordinators.

We conducted fieldwork from March 2002 through May 2002 at
Treasury headquarters with limited information verification at
selected bureaus. We provide a more detailed description of our
review approach in Appendix 1.
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Results in Brief

Treasury, excluding IRS, slightly missed the energy efficiency goal
established for its standard buildings for FY 2000 by NECPA as
amended by EPACT. Treasury achieved a 19.5 percent energy
consumption reduction from the[J base year FY 1985 on a Btu-per-
Gross-Square-Foot (GSF) basis.™ Four (4) of its 9 bureaus” that
occupy standard buildings and are responsiﬁle to submit energy
consumption reports did not meet the goal.

Treasury’s overall progress in energy conservation showed little
change in recent years. The slow-down makes it difficult to
anticipate that Treasury will meet mandated future goals,
established for FY 2005 and FY 2010. Additionally, most of
Treasury’s law enforcement bureaus and offices will be divested
from the Department during FY 2003 in accordance with the
recently enacted Homeland Security Act of 2002. The divestiture
will impact Treasury’s achievement of the future energy
conservation goals.

Treasury has made considerable efforts to improve energy
efficiency in its industrial facilities. Despite the efforts, the
improvement has not been sufficient, and Treasury may face
challengeﬁlin meeting the future goals established for FY 2005 and
FY 2010.

! British thermal unit (Btu) is the quantity of heat required to raise the
temperature of one pound of water by one degree Fahrenheit.

2|RS’ progress on energy conservation will be addressed by TIGTA. Among
Treasury’s other bureaus, the Financial Crimes Enforcement Network occupies
leased space and does not have direct facility-management responsibility and the
Office of the Comptroller of the Currency (OCC) has not reported energy-
consumption data until recently and was excluded from our review. The Bureau
of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms (ATF), U.S. Mint (Mint), and Bureau of
Engraving and Printing (BEP) are classified as industrial bureaus. The U.S. Secret
Service (Secret Service) occupies both standard and industrial buildings.

3 Some Treasury bureaus had initiated several energy-conservation projects in FY
2001, which were not reflected in the achievement of the FY 2000 goal.

* Unlike for standard buildings, there was no mandated goal established for
industrial bureaus for FY 2000.

Treasury Faces Challenges In Meeting Goals Established In The National Page 4
Energy Conservation Policy Act (OIG-CA-03-003)



We recommend that the Assistant Secretary for Management and
Chief Financial Officer provide the necessary support to the
Director of Office of Safety, Health and Environment (OSHE) to
lead energy saving efforts by facilitating the energy conservation
activities of the bureaus. With respect to the industrial bureaus,
OSHE should assist the Mint and BEP in (1) implementing the
energy saving measures already identified during recent
Department of Energy (DOE)’s energy assessments, (2) developing
a new measure tied to production rather than square footage, and
(3) identifying additional saving opportunities.

In its response to our draft report, Management stated that OSHE
will engage the bureaus individually, and as a group, to fully
identify the challenges they face in meeting the reduction goals.
OSHE wiill also work with the bureaus to identify projects that will
assist them in meeting the goals, funding sources for the projects,
and monitor progress. Specific action plans with goals and
timeframes were outlined as well.

Management, however, pointed out that the energy consumption
data that were used in the review did not reflect recent energy-
saving activities implemented by Treasury bureaus. It raised a
gquestion about the source of the data, and commented that our
draft report did not identify the underlying causes for the poor
performance. Management also pointed out that the exclusion of
the IRS, which accounts for 60 to 70 percent of the Department’s
annual energy consumption, “produced a set of data that does not
represent Department overall.” Management’s response is
provided in Appendix 2.

The data that we used were provided by OSHE and the sole source
of our analysis. Although some of the bureaus implemented a
series of energy-saving projects after FY 2000, according to the
data provided by OSHE, the effects at least for FY 2001 were
negligible. We identified the underlying cause for the poor
performance of the industrial bureaus, and that is they have not
developed a uniform measure that could appropriately measure
their improvement. The IRS, the biggest energy consumer in the
Department, was not included in the scope of our review.
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Background

NECPA, as amended by EPACT of 1992, requires Federal agencies
to take measures necessary to reduce energy consumption in
Federal buildings by 20 percent by FY 2000 compared to FY 1985
consumption levels. Executive Order 13123 adds additional goals
by mandating energy consumption reduction by 30 percent by FY
2005 and 35 percent by FY 2010 relative to FY 1985. Executive
Order 13123 also requires Federal agencies to reduce energy use in
Federal buildings classified as industrial/laboratory facilities® by 20
percent by FY 2005 and 25 percent by FY 2010 from FY 1990
levels.

Treasury Directive 75-04, Energy Management Program, issued on
April 27, 2001, establishes policies and assigns responsibilities in
order to comply with Executive Order 13123, particularly to meet
the established energy reduction goals. EPACT of 1992
encourages each Inspector General to conduct periodic reviews of
its agency compliance with the provisions of the Act and other
laws relating to energy consumption.

An initial audit survey of Treasury’s compliance with NECPA was
conducted by our office in 1993 to (1) identify agency compliance
with prescribed energy conservation practices in Federal buildings
and (2) determine whether the agency has the internal accounting
mechanisms necessary to assess the accuracy and reliability of
energy consumption and energy cost figures. The audit survey
concluded that Treasury was in general compliance with EPACT,
but might not be able to meet the energy conservation goals
established for FY 2000 due to the IRS Tax System Modernization
project and certain new coin production requirements of the Mint.

Despite much verification effort, some of the bureaus’ energy-
consumption data — particularly Departmental Offices (DO)’s base-
year data — remain questionable and require further examination.

5 NECPA defines the industrial/laboratory facilities as those that their primary
functions are energy-intensive industrial operations, certain research and
development activities, or electronics-intensive operations.
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In addition, OCC has not reported its energy-consumption data until
recently. It has just begun to reconstruct the past years’ data and
the result could change the overall Treasury’s energy conservation
standing, although the effect is not known at this time.

Except for its headquarters building, the rest of the IRS’ facilities
have been reclassified as industrial since FY 2001. This
reclassification dwarfs the significance of presenting the Treasury-
wide industrial energy efficiency exclusive of IRS, as IRS conﬁ]umes
more energy than the other four industrial bureaus combined.

In FY 2003, Treasury will divest most law enforcement activities to
other Federal agencies. The bureaus that will be divested in part or
in whole to the new Department of Homeland Security are the U.S.
Customs Service (Customs), Secret Service, and Federal Law
Enforcement Training Center (FLETC). ATF’s law enforcement
responsibilities are to be divested to the Department of Justice.
The divestiture of the bureaus will impact Treasury’s efforts to
achieve future energy conservation goals.

Finding and Recommendation

Finding 1A

Treasury, Excluding The IRS, Slightly Missed Its Energy
Efficiency Goal For Standard Buildings In FY 2000, And
Faces Challenges In Meeting The Future Goals

In FY 2000, Treasury, excluding the IRS, reduced its energy
consumption 19.5 percent on a Btu-per-GSF basis when compared
with the baseline FY 1985; this was a half of a percentage point
below the goal established for standard buildings. Four (4) of its 9
bureaus occupying standard buildings — Customs, FLETC, Financial
Management Service (FMS), and Bureau of the Public Debt (BPD) —
did not meet the goal. (See Table 1A and Figure 1A.)

SInFY 2001, IRS consumed 1,245 billion Btu in its industrial facilities, while the
combined four other industrial bureaus consumed 942 billion Btu.
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Table 1A. Energy Use, Space, Energy Use per Gross Square Foot
in Standard Buildings for FY 2000

BTU GSF (000) | BTU/GSF | BTU/GSF
(Billions) (000) Percent Change
from FY1985

All excluding IRS 426 4,660 91.4 -19.5
FLETC 183 2,380 76.8 -14.1
DO 77 595 129.4 -31.9
FMS 18 249 70.9 -7.8
BPD 30 304 98.6 -7.1
oTs* 32 300 108.1 -43.8
Customs 72 671 107.3 3.5
Secret Service** 14 161 86.9 -33.0

*: OTS stands for Office of Thrift Supervision.

**: Secret Service occupies both standard and industrial facilities. Secret
Service here refers to its standard buildings.

Source: OSHE

Figure 1A. Energy Use per Gross Square Foot in Standard
Buildings for FY 1985 and FY 2000
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Note: Numbers below bureau names represent total percent change in energy
use from 1985 to 2000.
Source: OSHE

In addition, the prospects of meeting the FY 2005 and FY 2010
goals face challenges, as the recent progress on energy
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conservation shows little change. Since 1999, the energy
reduction rate has been leveled off at below 20 percent. (See
Figure 1B.)

Figure 1B. Energy Conservation Improvement in Standard Buildings
in Recent Years
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Note: Reduction in Btu/GSF relative to base year 1985 is expressed in percent.
Source: OSHE

FLETC, the biggest energy user in this class, was unable to meet
the goal due to a rapid expansion in its mission that lead to
significant use of temporary facilities, such as energy-inefficient
trailers. FLETC began to install energy-efficient measures prior to
FY 2000, but the full benefits of the measures were not realized
until recently. At the end of FY 2001, FLETC reached 21.8
percent energy reduction.

DO exceeded the goal, yet its energy eHiciency was quite low, as
it used 129.4 Btu per GSF in FY 2000." Through an internal audit
DO identified additional energy conservation opportunities (ECOs),
but the measures to address the opportunities have not been
implemented.

Due to small and decentralized nature of its facilities, Customs’
energy consumption is affected largely by temperature variation,

" According to Annual Report to Congress on Federal Government Energy
Management and Conservation Programs Fiscal Year 2000, the average U.S.
civilian agencies’ energy efficiency is 108.9 Btu/GSF.
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which woﬂd eclipse any effects gained from energy-saving
measures.> Nonetheless, Customs has not improved its energy
efficiency.

These three bureaus consumed more than two thirds of the energy
used by Treasury, excluding the IRS. Executive Order 13123
mandates each agency to reduce energy use by 30 percent in FY
2005 and 35 percent in FY 2010 relative to the base year 1985.

With the divestiture of FLETC, Customs, and Secret Service,
Treasury’s success in meeting the goals depends upon the
remaining four bureaus’ sustained improvement in energy
conservation. Figure 1C below shows the recent energy
conservation improvement of the four remaining bureaus (DO,
FMS, BPD, and OTS).

Figure 1C. Energy Conservation Improvement in Standard Buildings
in Recent Years excluding the Bureaus to be Divested
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Note: Reduction in Btu/GSF relative to base year 1985 is expressed in percent.
Source: OSHE

The graph shows that the combined four bureaus’ performance has
slid down from the peak in FY 1998, and fell below 20 percent in
FY 2001. To bring up the improvement levels to 30 percent by FY
2005 and 35 percent by FY 2010, Treasury needs to maintain the
earlier-years’ energy conservation efforts illustrated in the graph.

8 The Customs’ border stations that report energy-consumption figures are
located at more than 40 different locations.
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Finding 1B Treasury, Excluding The IRS, Has Made Efforts To
Improve The Energy Efficiency In Its Industrial Facilities,
But The Data Trends Suggest That Treasury May Face
Challenges In Meeting The Future Goals

Four bureaus — Secret Service, ATF, Mint, and BEP — occupy
buildings classified as industrial/laboratory facilities. Stepped-up
efforts are needed to conserve energy and make progress toward
the energy efficiency goals established for FY 2005 and FY 2010
by Executive Order 13123. The goals are 20 percent and 25
percent, respectively.

Excluding ATF, which began occupying at a new facility in FY
2000, the bureaus did not reduce their energy consumption levels
compared to the base year FY 1990 when measured in Btu/GSF.
Instead, the three bureaus increased energy consumption in FY
2000 relative to FY 1990. (See Table 2 and Figure 2.)

Table 2. Energy Use, Space, Energy Use per GSF in
Industrial/Laboratory Facilities for FY 2000

BTU GSF (000) | BTU/GSF | BTU/GSF
(Billions) (000) Percent Change
from FY1990

All excluding

IRS and ATF 902 3,084 292.4 21.4
Secret

Service 11 13 893.6 170.2
Mint 362 972 372.4 51.8
BEP 529 2,100 271.9 6.5

Note: Secret Service here refers to Secret Service’ industrial facility.
Source: OSHE
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Figure 2. Energy Use per GSF in Industrial Facilities for FY 1990
and FY 2000

1000
- 900 = oo moono ]
g 800 01990 @2000
o 700
>
g 600
< 500
% 400
0] 300 -
3 200
9 100
0
All excl. IRS & ATF Secret Service Mint BEP
21.4% 170.2% 51.8% 6.5%

Note: Numbers below bureau names represent total percent change in energy
use from 1990 to 2000.
Source: OSHE

Due to the lack of a common unit of production, Treasury has used
the Btu/GSF as the tool to measure the industrial bureaus’ energy
efficiency. However, the Btu/GSF-based improvement figures
shown in the last column of the table are misleading, because they
do not reflect the improvements that some of the bureaus have
made. Mint, for instance, has achieved 16.1 percent of energy
efficiency improvement in FY 2000 relative to the base year, when
measured on a Btu-per-unit-of-production basis.

A statistical analysis on Mint’s energy use shows that the Mint’s
energy use is highly correlated with its unit production (number of
coins prﬁjuced), but no correlation is found with its gross square
footage.® This suggests that for Mint, Btu-per-unit-production
should be a more appropriate method to gauge its energy
efficiency.

However, when applying the unit production measure, BEP’s
energy reduction performance becomes much worse and unlike the

° The coin production and the energy use are positively correlated with the
correlation coefficient being 0.89. However, the space (or GSF) and the energy
use are negatively correlated and insignificant.
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Mint, no meaningful correlation is found between its energy use
and its unit production (number of currencies and stamps
produced). This is perhaps due to the printing process, which has
significantly and progressively been more complex and energy-
intensive since the base year. A more sophisticated measure than
the simple Btu/unit production needs to be developed to take the
complex process into account.

BEP’s energy consumption has been highly volatile from year to
year, presumably indicating that its energy use largely depends
upon currency-printing demand from the Federal Reserve Board.

According to DOE’s annual energy report to Congress for FY 1999,
the increase in energy consumption for Mint is largely due to the
Commemorative Quarter Program and the stamping of the new
dollar coins.

Increased demand for more and sophisticated information
processing has lead to the Secret Service’s use of additional
computers and hi-tech equipment resulting in considerably more
energy consumption. However, compared to the other bureaus, its
energy consumption is low — about 3 percent of the Mint’s and 2
percent of BEP’s.

Recent Energy Assessments on Mint and BEP

DOE conducted energy assessments on two Mint facilities located
in San Francisco and Denver in July 2001 and January 2002,
respectively, and identified a number of ECOs. According to the
assessment reports, if the ECOs were fully addressed, Mint would
save 7.2 billion Btu (BBtu) per year. This saving, however, would
not be enough to meet the FY 2005 goal.

DOE’s energy review team also conducted an energy assessment
on BEP’s Washington, D.C., facilities in March 2001. The energy
assessment identified 13 different ECOs that could result in savings
of 46.0 BBtu/year. However, BEP would need nearly two and half
times as much savings as those identified by DOE to meet the 20
percent energy reduction requirement.
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The energy reduction goals set by Executive Order 13123 of FY
2005 and FY 2010 for industrial/laboratory facilities are 20 percent
and 25 percent, respectively. Unless additional energy-saving
measures are implemented, Treasury may not comply with the
Executive Order.

Recommendation

The Assistant Secretary for Management and Chief Financial
Officer should provide necessary support to the Director, Office of
Safety, Health and Environment (OSHE) to lead energy saving
efforts by facilitating the energy conservation activities of the
bureaus. With respect to the industrial bureaus, OSHE should
assist:

* The Mint and BEP in implementing the energy saving
measures already identified during recent DOE energy
assessments and developing a new measure tied to
production rather than square footage, as appropriate; and

* The bureaus in identifying additional savings opportunities.

Management Response

Management will direct OSHE to engage the bureaus individually,
and as a group, to fully identify the challenges they face in meeting
the reduction goals. Over the next several months, OSHE will
work with the bureaus to identify projects that will assist them in
meeting the goals, identify funding sources for the projects,
implement the projects, and monitor progress toward the goals. A
bureau scorecard will be developed to track each bureau’s progress
and accountability will be enforced.

OIG Comment

Management’s planned actions meet the intent of our
recommendation. Accordingly, we consider the recommendation
to have a management decision.

*x *x X X K
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Please be advised that we will record the recommendation
contained in this report in the Department of the Treasury
Inventory, Tracking and Closure (ITC) System.

We appreciate the cooperation and courtesies extended to our
staff. If you have any questions, please contact me at

(202) 927-5400 or a member of your staff may contact

Marj P. Leaming, Director, Office of Evaluations at

(202) 927-5171. Major contributors to this report are listed in
Appendix 4.

Marla A. Freedman
Assistant Inspector General for Audit
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Appendix 1
Review Approach

In coordination with the TIGTA, we conducted a review of
Treasury’s compliance with NECPA. TIGTA will report separately
on the IRS.

The objective of our evaluation was to determine whether
Treasury, excluding IRS, met the energy efficiency goal in FY 2000
and is making progress to meet future goals. Our fieldwork was
performed in the Washington, D.C. area. We based our
conclusions on: (1) interviews with the Treasury’s energy
management officer and the energy coordinators of DO, Mint, and
BEP; (2) a review of annual energy reports; (3) an analysis of
Treasury bureaus’ energy consumption data; (4) a review of
various energy audits to Treasury bureaus’ facilities; (5) a review of
Treasury bureaus’ energy bills; and (6) a review of lists of energy
efficiency improvement measures and implementation plans
reported directly by bureau energy coordinators in response to our
requests. OCC had not reported its energy-consumption data until
recently and was excluded from our review.

We performed our work between March 2002 and May 2002 in
accordance with the President’s Council on Integrity and Efficiency
Quality Standards for Inspections.
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Appendix 2
Management Response

DEPARTMEMNT OF THE TREASURY
WakHina TN, B.C.

AFRIFTANT SHOCRHETARY “ EE m

MEMORANDUM FOR MARLA A. FEEEDMAN
ASSISTANT INSFECTOR GENE FOR ALTHT

FROM; Teresa Mullest Ressel Qa0
Acting Assistant Secretary for Mahagement
amd Chiiel Finencial (Hficer
SUBJECT: Dirafl Repont — GENERAL MANAGEMENT: Treasurys

Progross In Messting (oals Estblished In The Matioal Energy
Comservation Palicy Act
Thank you for the oppariussty to communt on the drafl repant from your office regarding

Treasary's progress toward the federal goals for esergy use reduction established in the
Energy Conservation Palicy Act

Adtached are peneral observations snd specific comments an variows sections of the
report and our proposed action plan to commect the findings.
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Appendix 2
Management Response

Reading the ﬂmthﬂhmﬂmhﬂhnmmmerh
mpet ik filere] energy rethiclion goals. This i imoormesl. Recend anmsal

a mamber of excellent projects that have boen implemented in the burcaus, B should be
recvlese] that muost of ithis activity is too recent (o be reflected in the: fiscal yeor (FY) 2000
energy cotsumpiion daty thet your office reviewed and rom which the report
conchasions wers drawn, Soene specific accomplishenenis not identifled in the repon are
Listed below:

= The [ES National Oiflce st 1111 Constitation Avenee underseni o comphete
energy retrofit in FY 2001 and the Austin Service Center won 8 FY 2002 Energy
and Waler Management Award. Energy retrofits are underway al ibree other [RS
(i biibem, cxmmemily.

#  The section on Departmental Offlces does not recognize the mubtiple energy
iency projects thai are included in the renovation of the Main Building. The
old chillers and ooolmy towors have oo repleced, the old, sngle-pain wintows
bave bocn replacal by encrgy elTicicnt oncs (4 major achicvemenl in o Nstional
Hastoric Lendmark), ared electrical end lighting reiro{its are being performed in
euch phase of the renovalion

»  The Cesioens Service's energy moduction offins have been kamperad by
expanding misgdon requirements and the generully smal] and geographically
disperss nabare of their facildties. However, the new Harpers Ferry Advanced
Traizing Center & bemng designed |6 imcorporale all approprale coangy ellctency
EnEsmIres.

& The new Aleakal, Tobsoeo and Firearma Headgquariers Building is heing designed
%0 8 “Leaderghip in Environmental and Energy Design” silver mting.

= Agwith the siandand baildings, none of the indosimal boresus receive
acknowledgement for projects they have mmplemenied aver the past lew vear.
Mind has won bwo Bnergy and Water Mansgemnent Awaeds is the pasl two years
fior their effors. BAP was samed end Depariment of Energy's (DOE) “Energy
Showcase" mwmlhihn:ﬂw:qlmﬂmumm|m
Additionaily, Mimt developad s lnplermentation plan for the prdeces identified
diiring the DOE indisitrial axdits and has sianed implementing projecis.

Linder Finding | on Energy efficiency for Staniland Bulbdisgs, [ sppesrs thel some
buseaun provided your alflkee with Effzrent dats from that which wes sshmitted 1o the
*s [Wfice of Safety, Heallh and Enviromment (OSHE), Usder Finding 2, fior
imdustrial facilitics, OSHE reconds show 2 6.1 percent decrease In consumptian on
BTUs'Gress Square Foot hasis in FY 2000 compared fo the FY' 1990 base year. Your
repart sinfes that “Mooe of the buresus bas made any progress: owsnd (b energy
efficiency goals established for FY 2005 and FY 2040 by Exscutive Onder 13123 We
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Appendix 2
Management Response

wonld appreciate receiving copy of the datn. your staff ohtsined from the bureaws for
recanciBation of cur reconds.

While the draft reporn correctly identifies Treasury's failure 1o meet the FY 2000 goals of
the Energy Policy Act and the likelihood that Tressury will oot mes the goals for FY
2005 and FY 2010 af Execative Onder 13123, it does not [destify the underlying causes
fior this poor performance, Withoat this type of infoemation, it is difficult to determine
b 1 agtempd to recleploy our limited resources (o adidness the problem.

Fimally, the dealt report amalyeed the Treassry data in & manner which does not compare
wiith the way Tressury mommally reports energy data. The exclusion of the Intermal
Revenue Service (IRS) produced 2 sel of data that does not represent Depariment owverall,
The RS scoounts fior G0-70 percenl of the emergy consumed by the Department each
year, Ower the past two years, OSHE bas been concentrating on driving energy reduction
within the JRS and encournging them io actively pumsue mongy retrofits,

Aitinn

The dmfl repost recommends that | provide the “necessary support™ and “suthonny™ to
the Directar, Offics of Sufety, Health and Envircament ((ISHE) to lzad enengy saving
eifars by fecilitating the energy conservation activities of all buresus. The curment
Treasury directive provides the delegaled sutharity o OSHE and 1 will direct ihe Oilles
bo engage the bureiss individually, snd as & growep, o fally identify the challenges they
i i meeting the reduction goaks,

COrver the next several months, O5HE will work with the buresas to identify projects that
the projects, end nonitor progress toward the goals. A buresu scorecand will be
developed to track each bursau’s progress and accousisbility will be enforced. The table
beldaw owllings the specific sctioes;

Activity Gaal Timeframe | Completion
Arnmual Energy Improve completeness, | Dclober esch year | Complebed on
Reeporting Training | acowracy and timeliness October 17, 22

of burean cnergy reports
Mpetings with ldentafy challenges and | Annaelly (starting
Inctiwilual Buressus | opportenitiss in sach im Mlanch 2000
barean

Giroup Meetings Exchmnge Information an Eﬂl—uﬂtﬂ]y

with Fuareaus Energy Program (starting im March
Rquinements and 200%5)

Develop Scorecard | Tracking individual January aller
bureai progress and development for
management reporting | FY 2002,
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Appendix 3
Major Contributors To This Report

Office of Evaluations

Marj P. Leaming, Director, Office of Evaluations
John Lemen, Supervisory Evaluator

Inez Jordan, Supervisory Evaluator

Myung Han, Lead Evaluator

India Boddie, Student Temporary Employee
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Appendix 4
Report Distribution

The Department of the Treasury

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Management and Chief
Financial Officer

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Management and Budget
Director, Office of Safety, Health and Environment

Office of Strategic Planning and Evaluations

Office of Accounting and Internal Control

Office of Management and Budget

OIG Budget Examiner
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