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Data Standards, Agenda
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•OG:RAD Membership and Introduction
•Purpose 
•Workgroup analysis and public comment



Steering Committee
Members FDP Member Organization Note

Stephanie Endy Case Western University Co-chair, Administrator

Avinash Tembulkar National Science Foundation Co-chair, Agency

Richard Fenger University of Washington Co-chair, Tech (Data)

Workgroups Note

1)  Data Standards (FIBF) see membership slide (and/or raise your hand?)

2)  Draw-downs – Recruiting Recruiting

OG:RAD – Who? 



• Purpose 
• FIBF
• President’s Management Agenda (PMA), p12

• Cross Agency Priority Goals (CAP) Goal: 8 

“Results-Oriented Accountability for Grants”

Data Standards, Why
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Data Standards, Background FIBF
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4. Standard Data Elements
identify the minimum data 
fields required to support 
the inputs and outputs 
noted in the use cases and 
capabilities.



PMA & CAP

Data Standards, PMA and CAP Goals
-OG:RAD



PMA & CAP

Data Standards, PMA and CAP Goals
-OG:RAD

p38 & 39



Analysis Goal:  Review proposed data elements and 
provide public comments to OMB

Data Standards, Working Group
-OG:RAD



Public Comment by 1/15/19 – Github:  

https://grantsfeedback.cfo.gov/

“The Grants Management Federal Integrated Business 
Framework (FIBF) has developed core grants management 
data standards that are being published here for your 
feedback.”

Data Standards, Feedback
-OG:RAD



Draft Data Standards to 
develop and implement 
core grants management 
data elements and 
modernize information 
technology solutions.

bring grants management to the digital age and 
allow recipients to focus more time on performing 
work that delivers results, there is a need to 
develop and implement core grants management 
data standards and modernize grants management 
information technology solutions

Data Standards, Foundation
-OG:RAD
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1st Pass:  

Lifecycle:  Elements are only listed for starting point in LC
Logical groupings:  Legal Entity! (see next slide)
Multiple hits:  Not there yet.  Need workgroup to tackle

1. Questionable: Elements that stand out as questionable (think ARRA and 
performance or vendor data) Elements, that if we were asked to supply 
them we may not know what we are being asking for. Another angle, we 
assume that they are populating the elements but if we were asked, 
would we understand what they are asking for?

2. Matter of Fact: Elements like CFDA, don’t require further discussion
3. Worth Discussing: Elements that we think we understand but we may 

warrant further explanation.

Data Standards, Analysis Begins
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Data Standards, Logical Groupings
-OG:RAD



Bookends:
• OMB – initial email reply, formative and many unknowns
• COGR Reply to Github – our adopted stance

Overarching Findings:
• Public/not public
• Application of elements, many angles
• Results and accountability of science
• Use and implementation
• Disclosure
• Bank info
• CVs

Data Standards, Highlights
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Mapping:  425, SNoA
What’s in the fields?

“Worth Discussing” Examples: (3s)

Data Standards, Elements
-OG:RAD



Results:
• Stake in the ground
• Inconclusive
• NSF (Avi)
• OMB
Draft/Light Conclusion:  
• More work to be done on the elements themselves 

with a more well rounded group
• FDP engagement to shape the future and work 

together with our Federal friends seems undeniable

Data Standards, So what?
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Discussion Points:
1. concern, lack of or concerned – lack of review
2. sea change form based perspective to data – form 

limitations
3. S2s members 
4. local data dictionaries
5.
6.
7.
8.

Data Standards, Discuss
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