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SUBJECT: Audit Report on Procurement of Support Services by the Air Force 
Electronic Systems Center, Hanscom Air Force Base, Massachusetts 
(Report No. 94-112) 

We are providing this report for your review and comments. This report is the 
first in a series of reports being issued in conjunction with the statutorily required 
annual audit of contracted advisory and assistance services. Comments on a draft of 
this report were considered in preparing the final report. 

DoD Directive 7650.3 requires that all recommendations be resolved promptly. 
Based on management comments, we revised one recommendation, added one 
recommendation, and expanded another. Therefore, we request that the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and Technology, the Under Secretary of Defense 
(Personnel and Readiness), and the Air Force provide comments on the unresolved 
recommendations and monetary benefits by July 27, 1994. We also ask for additional 
comments from the Air Force on the internal control weaknesses. 

The courtesies extended to the audit staff are appreciated. If you have any 
questions on this audit, please contact Ms. Kimberley A. Caprio, Audit Project 
Manager, at (703) 692-3024 (DSN 222-3024). Copies of the report will be distributed 
to the organizations listed in Appendix F. The audit team members are listed inside the 
back cover. 

David K. Steensma 

Deputy Assistant Inspector General 


for Auditing 
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PROCUREMENT OF SUPPORT SERVICES BY 

THE AIR FORCE ELECTRONIC SYSTEMS CENTER, 


HANSCOM AIR FORCE BASE, MASSACHUSETTS 


EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 


Introduction. This report is the first in a series of reports being issued in conjunction 
with the statutorily required annual audit of contracted advisory and assistance services. 
The Air Force Electronic Systems Center, Air Force Materiel Command, Hanscom Air 
Force Base, Massachusetts, develops and acquires command, control, communications, 
computer, and intelligence systems. The workforce consists of DoD organic (civilian 
and military), and contractor personnel. The Electronic Systems Center obtains 
contractor support by issuing multiple technical engineering and management support 
contracts. Since FY 1984, the Electronic Systems Center has contracted for services 
totaling $772 million. Labor hours for contractor employees acquired under technical 
engineering and management support contracts have increased from $68 .4 million in 
FY 1984 to $371 million in FY 1993. 

Objectives. The objectives of the overall audit of contracted advisory and assistance 
services were to evaluate progress DoD has made to establish effective management 
controls and to improve the accuracy and completeness of information reported on 
contracted advisory and assistance services contracts. We also evaluated the extent to 
which contracted advisory and assistance services contracts have been used by the 
Military Departments to compensate for DoD staffing shortages. This report addresses 
the second audit objective as it applies to the Electronic Systems Center. A summary 
report will address both audit objectives as they apply to all of the Military 
Departments. We reviewed the adequacy of internal controls and management's 
implementation of the DoD Internal Management Control Program as they applied to 
the audit objectives. 

Audit Results. The Electronic Systems Center procured contractor support services 
that were not as cost-effective as using organic DoD personnel, that had characteristics 
of personal services, and that placed contractor personnel in the position of potentially 
performing inherently governmental functions (Finding A). The Electronic Systems 
Center did not make cost adjustments when contractor personnel used Government
furnished facilities (Finding B). The Electronic Systems Center did not enforce 
procurement regulations that require small businesses to perform at least 50 percent of 
total personnel costs on contracts and did not establish adequate management controls 
over the processing of invoices for the support service contracts (Finding C). 

Internal Controls. Internal controls were not adequate to preclude contractor 
employees from performing personal services or potentially performing inherently 
governmental functions. Further, the Electronic Systems Center did not establish 
internal controls to require contractor rate adjustments when Government-furnished 
facilities were used or to prevent contractors from having access to invoices after 
approval and before payment, thus allowing for potential alterations to the documents. 
We consider these internal control weaknesses to be material. See Part I for a 



discussion of internal controls reviewed and Electronic Systems Center implementation 
of the DoD Internal Management Control Program. See the findings in Part II for 
details on the internal control weaknesses. 

Potential Benefits of Audit. Implementation of the recommendations will improve 
internal controls over the acquisition, use, and payment of the support contracts. Also, 
we estimate a cost reduction of up to $39 million over 5 years if work currently 
contracted for is performed by in-house DoD organic personnel. We also estimate a 
cost reduction of up to $26.4 million if contractor rates are adjusted to reflect when 
Government-furnished facilities are provided for contractor use. Appendix D 
summarizes the potential benefits resulting from the audit. 

Summary of Recommendations. We recommend that the Under Secretary of Defense 
(Personnel and Readiness) establish a program to manage downsizing the DoD civilian 
workforce that allows for increases to the civilian workforce or increased contracting 
for services when more cost-effective. We recommend that the Under Secretary of 
Defense for Acquisition and Technology establish procedures to verify compliance with 
DoD requirements to perform cost comparisons before contracting for contracted 
advisory and assistance services. We recommend that the Comptroller of the 
Department of Defense make funds available for expanded in-house support when more 
cost-effective than contracts. We recommend that the Under Secretary of the Air Force 
authorize the Electronic Systems Center to convert previously authorized contractor 
positions to in-house; evaluate support contracts for cost-effectiveness; recoup costs 
when Government-furnished facilities are provided for contractor use; establish controls 
over allocating work to small businesses; preclude contractors from receiving approved 
invoices before payment; and discontinue the use of support contracts to obtain 
personal services. 

Management Comments. The Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) 
nonconcurred with the draft recommendations to consider contractor employees a part 
of total workforce requirements. The Comptroller of the Department of Defense stated 
that managers are already given flexibility to allocate funds between programs and 
personnel. The Air Force generally concurred with recommendations to conduct 
analyses to determine how best to allocate decreased funding and personnel, and to 
comply with requirements for limiting subcontracting for small businesses, and has 
already implemented an internal control to preclude contractor access to approved 
invoices. The Air Force nonconcurred with recommendations to lift the suspension on 
previously approved conversions of contractor positions at the Electronic Systems 
Center because of Air Force end-strength ceilings or to recoup costs where 
Government-furnished facilities are provided. See Part II for a full discussion of 
management's responsiveness and Part IV for the complete text of the comments. 

Audit Response. We revised the recommendations addressed to the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) in the draft report, and added a recommendation 
to the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and Technology. We consider the 
Air Force comments generally responsive except for the comments on contracting for 
personal services by the Air Mobility Command and the recoupment of costs for 
Government-furnished facilities. We request that the Under Secretary of Defense 
(Personnel and Readiness), the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and 
Technology, and the Air Force provide comments on the final report by July 27, 1994. 
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Introduction 

Background 

Air Force Electronic Systems Center Organization. Electronic Systems 
Center (ESC), Air Force Materiel Command, Hanscom Air Force Base, 
Massachusetts, develops and acquires command, control, communications, 
computer, and intelligence systems. In FY 1993, the ESC budget was 
$2.6 billion. To accomplish its mission, ESC allocated requirements among 
program offices, with a workforce made up of DoD civilian and military 
personnel (organic resources), personnel obtained by contract, and personnel 
from MITRE Corporation, a federally funded research and development center. 

Types of Support Contracts. ESC obtains contractor support under two types 
of contracts: scientific engineering and technical assistance contracts and 
technical engineering and management support (TEMS) contracts. Scientific 
engineering and technical assistance contracts provide system-specific support to 
a program or group of programs. TEMS contracts provide support for program 
offices in disciplines including engineering, configuration management, data 
management, logistics support, financial management, quality assurance, and 
test evaluation. ESC established a centralized contracting organization to 
award, manage, and monitor TEMS contracts. 

ESC has issued four series of TEMS contracts since 1984. The TEMS contracts 
were indefinite delivery/indefinite quantity contracts. Each contract specified a 
minimum number of labor hours for which the Government was responsible and 
a maximum number of labor hours and a price ceiling that the contractor could 
not exceed. Table 1 provides details of the four series of TEMS contracts used 
by ESC since 1984. 

Table 1. TEMS Contracts Used by ESC Since 1984 

Years Minimum Maximum Contractor 
Contract in Number of Labor Labor Price 

Series Contracts Contracts Hours1 Hours2 Ceiling 
(year awarded) (millions) (millions) 

TEMS I (1984) 3 3 NA3 1.8 $ 68.4 
TEMS II (1987) 3 5 NA3 3.0 141.3 
TEMS III (1991) 3 5 200,000 3.6 191.2 
TEMS IV (1993) 5 8 200,000 8.8 371.0 

1Minimum of 40,000 labor hours per contractor for TEMS III and 25,000 labor hours per 
2ontractor for TEMS IV. 

Maximum of 0. 72 million labor hours per contractor for TEMS III and 1.1 million labor hours 
ser contractor for TEMS IV. 

Data not available. 

Recent Concerns About Use of Contracted Services. Both Congress and the 
Office of Management and Budget (OMB) have voiced concerns regarding the 
use of contracted services. Reviews initiated by Senator David Pryor over the 
years have shown that Federal agencies often contract out services that are 
sensitive in nature, at a cost that is 25 percent to 40 percent greater than if DoD 
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civilian employees had been used. In addition, Senator Pryor has voiced 
concerns about the need for a means to measure all aspects of the Government's 
workforce, including contractor as well as civil service personnel, to obtain a 
more realistic picture of the actual size of the workforce employed by the 
Government for purposes of decisionmaking. 

Results of OMB Review of Service Contracting Practices. In March 1993, 
the Director, OMB, concerned with the extensive and growing use of contracted 
services, directed Federal agencies to review their policies regarding the 
acquisition and use of service contracts. OMB estimated that service contract 
costs Government-wide amounted to more than $103 billion in 1993, of which 
more than $61 billion is attributable to DoD. The review focused on 
three issues: 

o Are existing contracts accomplishing what was intended? 

o Are adequate procedures in place to monitor contractor services, to 
evaluate cost-effectiveness, to hold contractors accountable for results, and to 
ensure the Government gets what it pays for? 

o Are the contractors performing inherently governmental functions? 

In January 1994, OMB issued a "Summary Report of Agencies' Service 
Contracting Practices." The Director, Defense Procurement, was a major 
contributor to the review. The report stated that service contracting is the 
fastest-growing area of Government procurement, and has increased to the point 
that contracts for services now account for 53 percent of Executive agency 
procurement expenditures. Specific problems identified in the report included 
the following. 

o Statements of work were written so broadly and imprecisely that 
vendors were unable to determine agency requirements, thus reducing the 
number of bidders, limiting competition, and making assessments of contractor 
performance difficult. 

o Cost analyses and independent Government cost estimates frequently 
were not performed by agencies before renewal, extension, or re-competition of 
existing contracts, and in some instances, before new contracts. Several 
agencies reported examples in which the Government might save millions of 
dollars by performing functions in-house rather than having them performed by 
contract. 

o Contracting personnel concentrated on the awarding of contracts and 
the obligation of funds. Post-award administration was often performed by 
agency program staff, not by contract personnel. 

On February 4, 1994, the Administrator, Office of Federal Procurement Policy, 
OMB, published Supplement No. 1 to Office of Federal Procurement Policy 
Letter 93-1, "Management Oversight of Service Contracting." The supplement 
revises the Policy Letter with a goal of establishing a more "results-oriented" 
approach to providing agencies with "best practices" to use in managing and 
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Introduction 

administering service contracts. The intent of the supplement is to encourage 
the use of good management practices and contract administration techniques, 
rather than to establish mandatory auditable guidance. 

Objectives 

This report is the first in a series of reports resulting from the audit of DoD use 
of contracted advisory and assistance services (CAAS). United States Code, 
title 31, section 1114(b), requires that the Inspector General, DoD, annually 
submit a report to Congress on CAAS. The objectives of the overall CAAS 
audit were to: 

o evaluate progress DoD has made in establishing effective management 
controls and in improving the accuracy and completeness of information 
reported on CAAS contracts, and 

o evaluate the extent to which CAAS contracts have been used by the 
Military Departments to compensate for DoD staffing shortages. 

This report addresses the second audit objective as it applies to ESC. A 
summary report will address both audit objectives as they apply to all of the 
Military Departments. 

Scope and Methodology 

Methodology and Judgmental Sample. We reviewed support services 
obtained under TEMS III and TEMS IV contracts awarded September 1989 
through July 1993. As of July 1993, the total value of all orders placed under 
the five TEMS III contracts was $191.2 million. The total ceiling price allowed 
for the eight TEMS IV contracts, as of October 1993, was $371 million. 
Appendix A summarizes the universe of TEMS III and TEMS IV contracts. 
We judgmentally sampled 59 delivery orders, totaling $33.8 million, issued to 
two of the five TEMS III contractors from October 1991 through June 1993. 
We also reviewed all 106 delivery orders, totaling $36.8 million, that were 
placed under TEMS IV contracts from June 1993 through October 1993. 

For each of the TEMS III and TEMS IV contracts, we reviewed pre-award 
documentation, determinations and findings, statements of work, delivery 
orders, and invoices. We interviewed contracting, budget, program, and 
manpower officials at ESC as well as personnel from the Defense Contract 
Audit Agency; the Defense Contract Management Area Operations (DCMAO)
Boston, Massachusetts; and the Air Force Audit Agency. We also interviewed 
officials from the Office of the Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness); the Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Financial 
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Management and Comptroller); the Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Air 
Force (Manpower, Reserve Affairs, Installations, and Environment); and the 
Directorate of Personnel, Air Force Materiel Command. 

Audit Period and Standards. We performed this economy and efficiency 
audit from April 1993 through December 1993. We did not rely on computer
processed data to conduct this audit. The audit was performed in accordance 
with auditing standards issued by the Comptroller General of the United States, 
as implemented by the Inspector General, DoD. Accordingly, we included tests 
of internal controls considered necessary. The organizations visited or 
contacted are listed in Appendix E. 

Internal Controls 

Internal Controls Reviewed. We limited our evaluation of ESC' s 
implementation of the DoD Internal Management Control Program to the 
adequacy of internal controls applicable to determining the need for contractor 
support services and internal controls over acquiring and administering 
contractor support services at ESC. 

Internal Control Weaknesses Identified. The audit disclosed material internal 
control weaknesses as defined by DoD Directive 5010.38, "Internal 
Management Control Program," April 14, 1987. ESC did not establish 
adequate controls to preclude contractor employees from performing personal 
services or potentially performing inherently governmental functions. In 
addition, ESC did not implement controls to establish different contractor rates 
when Government-furnished facilities were provided for contractor use. 

We also identified a lack of internal controls over two aspects of contract 
administration. The ESC contracting officer for TEMS Ill did not institute 
adequate controls to verify that a small business performed at least 50 percent of 
total personnel costs. Also, ESC did not establish adequate controls to prevent 
contractors from having access to invoices after approval and before payment, 
thus allowing for potential alterations to the documents. 

We also reviewed the portion of the Internal Management Control Program 
applicable to determining the need for contractor support services and internal 
controls over acquiring and administering contractor support services at ESC. 
The Program failed to detect the internal control weaknesses because it did not 
include these issues as assessable units. 

Potential Benefits. We estimate that ESC can realize a cost reduction of 
$26.4 million if contractor rates under the TEMS IV contracts are adjusted 
when Government-furnished facilities are used and if costs are recouped under 
TEMS III contracts in which Government-furnished facilities were used. We 
did not identify any monetary benefits resulting from improved internal controls 
over contract administration. Appendix D summarizes the potential benefits 
resulting from the audit. Implementation of Recommendations A.5.c., A.5.d., 
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A.6., and C. in this report will correct the internal control weaknesses. A 
copy of the report will be provided to the senior official responsible for internal 
controls within the Department of the Air Force. 

Prior Audits and Other Reviews 

The General Accounting Office issued Report No. GAO/GGD-94-95, 
"Government Contractors: Measuring Costs of Service Contractors Versus 
Federal Employees," March 10, 1994 (OSD Case No. 9612). The report 
reviewed the universe of recent cost comparison studies on contracting for 
CAAS versus performing the services in-house by Government employees. The 
report recommended that OMB extend a cost comparison requirement to CAAS, 
provide for consideration of non-cost factors in performing the cost comparison, 
and to work with Congress to explore ways to meet workforce reductions while 
providing agencies with sufficient authority and flexibility to accomplish the 
work in the most efficient and effective manner--either by using Government 
employees or by contract, or a combination of both. 

Also, the Inspector General, DoD, issued six reports since 1991 that addressed 
the acquisition and use of contractor support services. In addition, the Air 
Force Audit Agency issued four reports on the acquisition of support services at 
ESC that identified findings similar to those identified in this report. See 
Finding A for a discussion of the repeat findings and Appendix B for a 
summary of each prior audit report. 

Other Matters of Interest 

The House Committee on Armed Services, House of Representatives 
Report 103-499, "National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1995," 
May 10, 1994, addresses the issue of using in-house or contractor personnel for 
CAAS. The committee noted that DoD and Department of Energy studies 
demonstrated that considerable savings could be achieved by having some 
CAAS performed by in-house Federal employees instead of contractor 
employees. The committee recommended that the Secretary of Defense 
establish procedures to require DoD managers to conduct a standardized cost 
analysis that compares using in-house Federal employees instead of contractors 
before contracting for CAAS. 
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Finding A. 	 Acquisition of Technical 
Engineering and 
Management Support 
Services 

Since FY 1984, ESC has contracted for TEMS services totaling 
$772 million to supplement organic resources without considering the 
cost-effectiveness of 	contracting out versus performing the services 
through increased organic resources. Also, the TEMS contracts did not 
comply with laws governing the procurement of CAAS, had 
characteristics of personal services, and placed contractor employees in 
the position of potentially performing inherently governmental functions. 
ESC contracted for 	 the TEMS services since FY 1984 because of 
increased program responsibilities and decreased staff levels. Although 
ESC performed annual needs assessments before contracting for 
services, the ESC analysis did not consider the cost-effectiveness of 
contracting out versus performing the work with organic resources. We 
estimate that ESC can realize a potential monetary benefit of $39 million 
through the next 5 years if planned work under TEMS IV contracts is 
performed by organic resources. 

Mission, Staffing, and Funding Requirements and Limitations 

Increasing ESC Mission Requirements and Funding. Program requirements 
and responsibilities assigned to ESC have increased since FY 1984. ESC 
funding to perform mission requirements has increased from $1. 9 billion in 
FY 1990 to $2.6 billion in FY 1993. 

Decreasing ESC Manpower. Since 1990, the number of DoD organic 
personnel assigned to ESC decreased 22 percent, from 2,548 staff-years in 
FY 1990 to 1,992 staff-years in FY 1993. The Vice-Commander, ESC, stated 
that, since 1989, although contractor support has decreased, the number of 
organic resources has decreased more. The number of contracted staff-years 
acquired to support ESC programs decreased by 17 percent, and staff-years 
acquired through the MITRE Corporation decreased 24 percent. In 1987, the 
labor force mix at ESC was about 33 percent organic and about 67 percent 
contractor support. By FY 1993, the mix changed to approximately 47 percent 
organic, 27 percent MITRE Corporation support, and 26 percent contractor 
support. Table 2 depicts the changes in program funding and manpower 
allocations from FY s 1990 through 1993. 
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Finding A. Acquisition of Technical Engineering and Management Support 
Services 

Table 2. ESC Program Funding and Manpower Allocations 
From FY s 1990 Through 1993 

Fiscal Year Program Budget 
(billions) 

Manpower 
Allocations 
(staff-years) 

1990 $1.9 2,548 
1991 1.5 2,374 
1992 2.2 2,251 
1993 2.6 1,992 

The significant loss of organic resources forced ESC to procure contractor 
support to avoid disrupting mission accomplishment. The Vice Commander, 
ESC, stated that organic resources were decreasing at a faster pace than 
contractor support; therefore, program managers were forced to obtain contract 
support through TEMS or other support-type contracts. Further, a senior ESC 
official and ESC program managers told us that unless the mission requirements 
decrease, they intend to continue, and likely increase, reliance on contracted 
services to compensate for downsizing of organic resources. 

Future ESC Staff-Year Allocations. The Director of Personnel, ESC, 
estimates that, from FYs 1994 through 1997, organic resources will decrease 
approximately 13. 3 percent, and contractor support will decrease 
by 14.2 percent as demonstrated in Table 3. 

Table 3. Estimated Staff-Year Use at ESC From FY s 1994 Through 1997 

FY 1994 FY 1995 FY 1996 FY 1997 
Total 

Decrease 
(percent) 

Organic 
Resources 2,237 2,143 2,074 1,940 13.3 

MITRE 1,121 1,062 1,000 1,000 10.8 

TEMS* 1,088 1,034 983 934 14.2 

*includes scientific engineering and technical assistance contracts being phased out at ESC. 

The expected decreases in organic staff-years are anticipated to be a result of 
positions vacated through attrition, suspension of a previously approved 
program at ESC to convert 167 contractor position to organic positions (37 slots 
remain to be filled), cancellation of programs or segments of programs, and 
Presidentially mandated staffing cuts. 

ESC Acquisition Work Force Management Initiative Test. In 1987, because 
of concerns that two-thirds of the ESC work force was contractor personnel, the 
Executive Director, ESC, conducted a study to determine whether contracting 
for long-term support services was cost-effective. The study estimated a 
potential savings of $17.3 million if 500 ESC engineering- and acquisition
related positions were performed by organic rather than contractor personnel. 
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Finding A. Acquisition of Technical Engineering and Management Support 
Services 

The study focused on engineering- and acquisition-related positions because of 
concerns that contractor employees were required to perform inherently 
governmental functions within those job categories. For various reasons, delays 
in approval prevented the conversion of the contractor positions to organic 
positions until FY 1992. 

Conversion of ESC Contractor Positions to Organic Positions. In FY 1992, 
the Air Force approved conversion of 167 of the 500 ESC contractor positions 
to organic positions. Additionally, 100 contractor positions at the Space and 
Missile Systems Center, Los Angeles, California, were approved for conversion 
to organic positions. ESC received approximately 5,000 applications for the 
167 positions, used existing personnel to process the applications, and did not 
incur additional costs to make the conversions. 

Transfer of Funds to Support Conversion. As part of the conversion, 
OMB authorized the transfer of funds from research and development funds 
used for program support to operations and maintenance funds for staff. The 
funds transfer enabled ESC officials responsible for the conversion to 
manage one pool of funds and to allocate those funds in the most efficient and 
cost-effective means between program and staff requirements without 
restrictions. 

Quality of Employees Hired. In September 1993, at the request of the 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Acquisition), the Air Force 
Inspector General reviewed the conversion effort. The review determined that 
the employees hired under the conversion effort were either equal to or better 
qualified than the contractor employees they replaced. The review did not 
address cost-effectiveness. The Air Force Inspector General planned to evaluate 
cost-effectiveness once all conversions were completed. 

Suspension of Conversion Effort. On September 10, 1993, the Deputy 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Acquisition) suspended the conversion 
effort based upon the National Performance Review Report. The suspension 
was imposed to allow the Air Force time to assess the impact of the report on 
current and future staffing levels. As of the time of the suspension, ESC had 
converted 130 of the 167 slots. The Executive Director, ESC, stated that any 
further hiring of civilians will be constrained because of the National 
Performance Review and mandates from the President that the Federal civilian 
work force be cut. However, he stated that every effort will be made to protect 
the performance of inherently governmental functions and, where such functions 
are presently being performed by contractor employees, those positions will be 
converted to organic resources regardless of the suspension. 

Integration of Contractors in ESC Workforce. In November 1992, the Air 
Force Materiel Command issued Air Force Materiel Command 
Regulation 500-11, "White Paper," that establishes a new methodology for 
managing weapon systems. Part of the methodology is an "integrated product 
team" management concept that integrates functional and special interest groups 
concurrently in the development and qualification of a total system. According 
to the Vice Commander, ESC, the integrated product team concept encourages 
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Finding A. Acquisition of Technical Engineering and Management Support 
Services 

the support of contractors and requires that contractor employees be fully 
incorporated into program offices, as well as collocated with Government 
personnel, to accomplish mission functions most effectively. 

Procurement of Support Services 

TEMS Contractor Responsibilities. The support services that were contracted 
for under the TEMS contracts included a wide range of functions, such as 
engineering, acquisition, logistics, and financial management, to supplement the 
work of ESC organic resources. TEMS contractor employees either worked 
off-site or worked in the same offices as organic resources. Contractors 
assigned task leaders to act as liaisons between organic resources and contractor 
employees and to oversee work performed by contractor employees. Task 
leaders were contractor employees performing tasks under the contracts who 
were assigned the additional duties of task leader. 

Appropriate Use of CAAS. CAAS procurements may be used to obtain 
outside points of view, to obtain expert advice and knowledge, or to improve 
the efficiency or effectiveness of organizational or managerial operations. 
Short-term CAAS acquisitions allow for flexibility in adapting to fluctuating 
needs and give the opportunity to obtain state-of-the-art expertise. OMB 
Circular A-120, "Guidelines for the Use of Advisory and Assistance Services," 
January 4, 1988, establishes policy for the use of CAAS, and DoD 
Directive 4205.2, "Acquiring and Managing CAAS," February 10, 1992, 
implements the circular. The directive states that acquiring CAAS is 
appropriate when suitable organic capability is unavailable or cannot be obtained 
in time to meet the needs of the DoD Component, when establishing an organic 
capability is not cost-effective, or when the requirement is anticipated to be 
short term. In addition, the directive states that the requiring activity shall 
certify that the services have been reviewed for the most cost-effective or 
efficient means of accomplishment. If the requirement is for a long period or 
continuing period, an analysis should be performed to determine whether 
performing the work using organic resources would be more cost-effective. 

ESC Use of CAAS. Many of the support services ESC procured under the 
TEMS contracts were CAAS and were acquired on a long-term basis. In 
FY 1992, ESC issued TEMS delivery orders totaling $60 million and reported 
$181,228 as CAAS. According to our review of 30 delivery orders totaling 
$32 million, we determined that all $32 million should have been reported as 
CAAS. ESC officials agreed that the orders should have been identified as 
CAAS. ESC officials also stated that no analysis was performed in compliance 
with DoD Directive 4205.2, prior to issuing the TEMS IV contracts, to 
determine if contracting for support services was more operationally effective or 
cost-effective that performing the services using DoD organic resources. 

Program offices at ESC procured CAAS on a long-term basis to supplement 
organic resource shortages. Of the 15 program offices reviewed, 6 procured the 
same support services for 5 years or more. The program offices wrote delivery 
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Services 

orders for 1-year periods; however, the work requirements existed for several 
years, and in many cases, the same CAAS contractor employee performed the 
same job for those years. The following are examples of the ESC use of 
CAAS. 

Joint Stars Program Office. The Office of Manufacturing Quality in 
the Joint Stars Program Office employs 12, of which 6 are contractor employees 
obtained under TEMS contracts. The contractor employees perform quality 
assurance and reliability and maintainability tasks, including evaluating 
contractor's manufacturing schedules and management approaches for 
manufacturing. The contractor employees provide written reports or verbal 
advice either directly to the Director, Manufacturing Quality, or through a 
contractor task leader. The Joint Stars Program Office does not consider the 
evaluation work performed by the six contractors to be CAAS. We disagree, 
because the functions are advisory in nature. 

The same contractor employees have performed these advisory tasks since as 
early as 1985. For example, two contractor employees were originally obtained 
from ARINC Research Corporation under TEMS II awarded in 1987, then 
under a basic ordering agreement with ARINC Research Corporation during 
TEMS III because ARINC Research Corporation did not win a TEMS III 
contract. These same employees are now performing Joint Stars work under the 
TEMS IV contract with ARINC Research Corporation again. 

Automated Weather Distribution Systems Program Office. The 
Automated Weather Distribution Systems Program Office has employed 
13 TEMS employees from Horizon Technology, Incorporated (HTI), since 
1988, including communications specialists, acquisition engineers, and 
environmental engineers. The HTI employees perform tasks that include 
reviewing, analyzing, and evaluating Air Force bases' weather equipment 
capability to forecast weather conditions and providing results in the form of 
reports and advice to Government personnel. We consider these support 
services to be CAAS. The contractor personnel initially began working for ESC 
under the TEMS III contract with HTI. A program official stated that the 
program office specifically requested the services of the same employees under 
TEMS IV to retain continuity. However, because HTI was not awarded a 
contract under TEMS IV, the same employees are working for HTI under a 
subcontract agreement with MEI Technology, Incorporated, which was awarded 
one of the eight TEMS IV contracts. The Automated Weather Distribution 
Systems Program Manager cited the need to continue the same support received 
since 1988; otherwise, programs would be seriously impacted. 

Program Officials Evaluation of Program Needs. For the Joint Stars 
Program Office, ESC did attempt to obtain additional organic resources through 
various means, including writing to the Assistant Secretary of the Air Force 
(Acquisition). The letter stated that the Joint Stars Program Office was 
seriously understaffed, and that the shortfall could not be eliminated by hiring 
organic resources because of congressional restrictions on hiring. The letter 
further requested that the congressional restrictions on Joint Stars and all 
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acquisition programs be lifted, and stated that if not lifted, then the resulting 
shortfalls posed an extremely serious threat to effective Air Force management 
of acquisition program execution. 

Personal Services 

Criteria for Personal Services Contracting. A personal service contract is 
defined as a contract that, by its terms or administration, causes contractor 
personnel to appear to be Government employees. Obtaining personal services 
by contract, rather than by direct hire under the competitive appointment 
procedures, circumvents civil service laws. Federal Acquisition Regulation 
(FAR) 37.104, "Personal Service Contracts," prescribes guidelines for assessing 
whether a service contract is personal in nature. Guidelines include on-site 
performance, use of Government-furnished equipment, direct application of 
services to integral efforts of the agency, performance of comparable services 
by civilian personnel, and direct or indirect Government supervision of 
contractor employees. 

Determination of Personal Services. Personal service contracting is 
controversial and has led to a number of Comptroller General decisions in 
which the "test" of "Federal employment" has been used to determine whether 
contracted services were personal services. The "test" generally includes a 
determination of whether the function is normally performed by Government 
personnel and whether supervision or direction is provided by a Federal official. 
While each contract must be judged based on its own facts and circumstances, 
the key is generally to determine whether an employer-employee relationship 
exists under the contract and whether contractor employees are subject to 
relatively continuous supervision and control by Government employees. 

Use of Contractor Employees for Personal Services. ESC Regulation 26-1, 
"Manpower Resource Management," October 1, 1993, prescribes requirements 
and restrictions for acquiring and managing contractor personnel to avoid their 
performing personal services. The regulation details "do' s and don't' s" to 
follow to ensure that a proper relationship with contractor employees is 
maintained. The regulation also states that personal services may occur when 
the contract's terms and conditions, or the manner of contract administration 
during performance, subject contractor personnel to relatively continuous 
supervision and control by a Government employee. 

ESC program offices obtained thousands of contractor labor hours to assist 
organic program personnel in performing day-to-day tasks on a regular basis. 
Often, little differentiated between contractor employees and organic resources. 
TEMS contractor employees were collocated with organic resources, performed 
similar functions, actively interacted on a day-to-day basis, and were assigned 
responsibilities and were provided feedback directly from organic resources. In 
addition, since 1990, the integrated product team management concept 

13 




Finding A. Acquisition of Technical Engineering and Management Support 
Services 

promoted a close, integrated working relationship between organic resources 
and contractor employees. We considered the performance of many of these 
tasks to have characteristics of personal services. The following are examples. 

Air Base Decision Systems Program Office. The Air Base Decision 
Systems Program Office employs 8 organic staff and 6 contractor employees as 
well as 13 employees from MITRE Corporation. The program manager stated 
that he plans to continue to use the TEMS contractor employees through 
FY 1998 to perform deployment planning, scheduling, tests, and evaluations of 
software that the contractor employees have performed since TEMS I. The 
contractor personnel are collocated with the organic personnel, use 
Government-furnished facilities, and perform tasks that are directly applicable 
to the functions of the program office. According to the program manager, he 
directly manages the contractor employees on a day-to-day basis and provides 
informal input into contractor performance but is not formally responsible for 
contractor performance appraisals. Delivery orders are written initially to 
identify long-term tasks in general terms; however, the program manager relies 
on daily interaction with the contractor employees to discuss specific taskings, 
job progress, and adjustments to job requirements. 

Constant Source Program Office. The Constant Source Program 
Office employs 20 contractor employees in addition to 30 organic staff and 
20 MITRE staff. According to the program manager, the TEMS contractor 
employees perform essentially the same acquisition, logistics, and systems 
support tasks as the organic staff. The same TEMS contractor employees have 
been used in this program office for 5 years, and the program manager intends 
to retain these TEMS contractor employees through the end of the project in 
FY 1998. The contractor employees are also collocated with organic personnel 
and use Government-furnished facilities, and contractor employees provide 
work that is integral to the overall performance of the program office. In 
addition, the program manager, in delegating work requirements, stated that he 
directly manages the TEMS contractor employees as if they were organic 
resources. He does not, however, participate in rating the TEMS contractor 
employees. The TEMS contractor task leaders are used as regular contractor 
employees, with additional responsibilities for tracking time and attendance of 
TEMS contractor employees. 

Air Force Audit Agency Report 

Similar Air Force Audit Agency Findings. In July 1989, the Air Force Audit 
Agency issued Report No. 325-9-22, "Contracting for Engineering Services to 
Support Air Force Systems Command Weapon Systems Acquisitions, Electronic 
Systems Division, Hanscom Air Force Base, MA" (Appendix B). The report 
states that engineering services contracts had the appearance of personal services 
because contractor employees were physically located in Government offices, 
used Government equipment and facilities, interfaced daily with Government 
employees to accomplish program missions, and were supervised by 
Government employees. Air Force management nonconcurred with the finding, 
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stating that "continuous supervision of all contractor employees should be the 
critical test of personal services," and that the Air Force Audit Agency did not 
adequately prove that point. The Air Force Audit Agency agreed that 
continuous supervision and control over contractor personnel is a key element in 
determining whether a contract is personal services. The Air Force Audit 
Agency comments also stated, however, that when combined with other 
elements of personal services as cited in the FAR, the potential for Government 
supervision of contractor employees exists. 

In April 1990, the use of personal services at ESC was also addressed in Air 
Force Audit Agency Report No. 9066410, "Contracting for Engineering 
Services to Support Air Force Systems Command Weapon Systems 
Acquisitions" (Appendix B). Air Force management and the Air Force Audit 
Agency mutually concurred that clearer guidance was necessary and that revised 
FAR and Defense Federal Acquisition Regulation Supplement requirements 
(issued in June 1990) should provide the necessary guidance. 

Air Force Audit Agency Findings Consistent with Inspector General, DoD, 
Findings. We believe that the TEMS contractor employees are essentially 
functioning as organic resources even though some program offices may have 
contractor task leaders in place to function as intermediaries and to avoid the 
appearance of direct supervision. TEMS contractor employees use Government 
facilities, perform tasks similar to those performed by organic resources, 
interact on a day-to-day basis directly with organic resources, and are often 
supervised by organic resources. We disagree with the Air Force comments on 
the audit report. The FAR and the Comptroller General of the United States 
interpretations of the FAR do not cite the requirement for "continuous" 
supervision, but indicate that contractor personnel subject to "relatively 
continuous direct or indirect supervision, " are providing personal services. We 
believe that our examples demonstrate frequent day-to-day supervision, both 
direct and indirect. 

OIG, DoD, Opinion on Personal Services. The issue of personal services is 
controversial and subject to varying interpretations. However, we consider the 
critical issues to be the need to evaluate whether using contractor support in the 
long-term is the most effective and cost-efficient means to accomplish program 
goals and whether contractor employees are performing inherently governmental 
functions. If ESC officials address the feasibility and cost-effectiveness of 
increasing organic support as part of the process of evaluating and planning for 
manpower needs annually, we believe that the issue of personal services can be 
resolved. The organizational design within the program offices that combines 
organic, MITRE, and TEMS contractor employee support appears to have 
worked effectively for several years to accomplish program goals. However, 
TEMS contractor employees are essentially an extension of the organic staff, 
performing work at a higher cost. 

Air Mobility Command Use of Contractor Employees for Personal Services. 
We identified one example where TEMS was used to continue personal services 
formerly obtained under other alternative procurement methods. The Air 
Mobility Command, Scott Air Force Base, Illinois, issued a delivery order for 
$130,000 on September 8, 1992, to ESC to continue a data standardization 
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project. The project was being performed by one software engineer previously 
obtained from Atlantic Research Corporation under an interagency agreement 
with the Tennessee Valley Authority. In Inspector General, DoD, Report 
No. 94-008, "DoD Procurements Through the Tennessee Valley Authority 
Technology Brokering Program," October 20, 1993, we stated that the Air 
Mobility Command issued Economy Act orders totaling $60,000 to the 
Tennessee Valley Authority to obtain personal services and to retain the services 
of the same software engineer to complete work on the data standardization 
project that was not completed under an expiring Air Force contract. In 
October 1993, in response to our report, the Air Force stated that it no longer 
used the services of the software engineer. However, the same software 
engineer continued to perform work for the data standardization project at the 
Air Mobility Command under TEMS III contractor Sumaria. Under TEMS IV, 
because Sumaria was not awarded a contract, the software engineer is now 
employed as a consultant to Atlantic Research Corporation, a subcontractor to 
the TEMS IV contractor, Abacus Corporation. The Air Mobility Command 
program manager stated that retaining the same employee, collocating him with 
Government employees at the Air Mobility Command for continuity, and 
providing direct supervision was important to the program's success. 

We consider the method used by the Air Mobility Command to retain the 
services of the software engineer to be both personal services and directed 
subcontracting. As such, the Air Mobility Command has circumvented both 
procurement and civil service hiring regulations, and paid unnecessary 
additional costs to obtain the services indirectly through the Tennessee Valley 
Authority or ESC, rather than through direct procurement channels. 

Contractor Performance of Inherently Governmental 
Functions 

Criteria for Inherently Governmental Functions. Office of Federal 
Procurement Policy Letter 92-1, "Inherently Governmental Functions," 
September 1992, states that such functions are: 

so intimately related to the public interest as to mandate performance 
by Government officers or employees. Such functions include: 

(i) any activity that requires the exercise of discretion in applying 
Government authority or the use of value judgment in making 
decisions for the Government, 

(ii) determination of agency policy, such as the content and 
application of regulations; 

(iii) management of Government programs; 

(iv) determination of program priorities or budget request; or 

(v) administration of Government contracts. 
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The policy letter further prohibits the use of service contracts for performance 
of inherently governmental functions and requires greater scrutiny and enhanced 
management oversight when contracting for functions that closely support 
performance of inherently governmental functions. FAR 3 7 .102, 11 Service 
Contracts, 11 prohibits contracting officers from awarding contracts for the 
performance of inherently governmental functions. 

Performance of Core Functions. The Report of the National Performance 
Review dated September 7, 1993, stated that DoD will implement a 
comprehensive program of contracting non-core functions competitively. 

ESC Study of Inherently Governmental Functions. As part of the 
Acquisition Work Force Management Initiative performed in 1987, ESC 
attempted to identify, and convert to in-house positions, those functions 
performed by contractor employees determined to be inherently governmental. 
As stated previously, only 167 positions were approved, and 137 actually 
converted at ESC. 

In addition, according to the Executive Director, ESC, in a study performed in 
1993 by ESC on a judgmental sample of contracts, no inherently governmental 
functions were identified as being performed by contractor personnel. The 
review was limited, however, to an examination of delivery orders and not a 
review of actual work as performed. The Executive Director, ESC, stated, 
however, that if positions are identified as inherently governmental, every effort 
will be made to convert those positions to organic positions regardless of staff 
ceilings. 

Inherently Governmental Functions at ESC. We identified examples of tasks 
assigned to contractor personnel to be performed within program offices at ESC 
that provided the potential for contractor personnel to perform inherently 
governmental functions. 

Intelligence Center Program Office. The Intelligence Center Program 
Office, which provides computer networking systems to various intelligence 
agencies, employs 10 organic personnel and 27 TEMS contractor employees. 
The TEMS contractor employees assist in pre-contract award by determining 
user requirements, drafting requests for proposals and statements of work, 
overseeing installations by other contractors, and acting as a liaison between the 
Government and the installation contractors. The program manager stated that, 
because her organic staff is limited, and because she and her staff cannot be 
present at multiple, concurrent installations, she must rely on contractor 
managers to make decisions that could impact both time (for example, delays, 
overtime) and costs. The program manager stated that the TEMS contractor 
employees act as organic personnel; however, contractor employees are not 
allowed to make decisions for the Government. Placing contractor employees 
in the position of having to make decisions on behalf of the Government creates 
the potential for contractor employees to perform inherently governmental 
functions. If TEMS employees are at an installation and a deficiency is found, 
because the TEMS personnel do not have the authority to make a decision, she 
has had to call back the TEMS personnel from the field or delay installations 
until a Government official is available to travel to the site or to make a 
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decision. We believe that the program manager has made every effort to avoid 
the performance of inherently governmental functions by contractor employees, 
to date. The program manager stated that, if her customer base continues to 
grow as it has, she will have to rely increasingly on TEMS personnel. As such, 
the potential increases for contractor employees to perform inherently 
governmental functions by exercising discretion in making decisions for the 
Government. 

Network Capabilities Program Office. The Network Capabilities 
Program Office provides networking capabilities to organizations throughout 
DoD through a contract with Infotech Development, Incorporated. Because the 
program office does not have adequate Government personnel to effectively 
administer the contract, the program office uses TEMS contractor employees to 
assist in contract administration of the Infotech Development, Incorporated, 
contract. The delivery order for the TEMS contractor did not define work 
requirements, but referred to clauses in the basic statement of work. The 
statement of work clauses stated that the contractor should analyze service 
reports and actions on hardware, software, and Government-furnished 
equipment and recommend to the program office acquisition contractor actions 
necessary to minimize impact to the program. The TEMS employees actually 
performed tasks that included identifying DoD customers needs, writing 
delivery orders, and reviewing and advising the program manager whether or 
not to approve Infotech Development, Incorporated, invoices. Relying on a 
contractor employee to identify customers needs and to approve the expenditure 
of DoD funds placed the contractor in the position of potentially performing 
functions that may be considered inherently governmental. 

In both the examples, the program offices placed contractor employees in 
positions in which contractor employees may be relied on to perform functions 
or make decisions that should be made or performed by Government personnel. 
Performing work or making judgment decisions that impact the performance of 
programs or expenditure of Government funds are considered inherently 
governmental. The potential exists for program offices to, therefore, rely on 
those contractor employees to make decisions and perform functions that are 
inherently governmental. By increasing the number of organic employees and 
decreasing reliance on TEMS contractor employees, ESC can improve internal 
controls, and the potential for contractor employees performing inherently 
governmental functions can be reduced. 

ESC Efforts to Avoid the Use of Inherently Governmental Functions. We 
commend ESC' s efforts to identify and convert positions identified as inherently 
governmental functions. To effectively accomplish its examination of functions 
that may potentially fall into that category, ESC needs to evaluate actual work 
performed within the program offices instead of relying on the work as defined 
in the delivery orders. This is necessary to confirm that contractors are not 
performing inherently governmental functions. In addition, the long-term use 
of contractor personnel within program offices results in those personnel 
developing institutional knowledge of the organization and programs and 
specialized skills that are integral to the operation of those programs. Because 
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ESC uses contractor support extensively, contractor employees are at risk of 
making inherently governmental decisions and performing inherently 
governmental functions. 

Costs for Contractor Support 

Government Policy for Contracting Out. OMB Circular A-76, "Performance 
of Commercial Activities," states that it is the policy of the Government to use 
private commercial sources for supplies and services. Under the Circular, the 
Government is prohibited from starting or carrying on any activity to provide a 
commercial product or service if the product or service can be procured more 
economically from a commercial source. The Circular also requires that a 
comparison of the cost of contracting for support services with the cost of 
in-house performance be conducted to determine who will perform the work. 
Thus, consideration should be given to retaining work in-house or performing 
work in-house when it can be shown that the required services can be provided 
more economically in-house. 

Annual ESC Resource Allocation Process. At the beginning of each year, a 
Resources Management Council at ESC performs a command-wide assessment 
to determine staff needs and to allocate resources. The Council, chaired by a 
general officer, assesses staff needs by functional element and uses an algorithm 
"Workload Assessment Model," to determine the number of contractor 
employees needed. Each determination by the Council is predicated upon end 
strength organic authorizations and ceilings for contractor and MITRE support. 
The results are reviewed by the Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air Force 
(Acquisition). 

The assessments evaluate total force requirements including organic, MITRE, 
and contractor support. The assessments do not, however, include analyses to 
determine whether contracting for services is cost-effective or whether 
additional organic personnel should be hired to replace TEMS contractor 
employees when needs are long-term. The Director of Contracted Support 
Management stated that, because the conversions that were initiated as a result 
of the Acquisition Work Force Management Initiative had not been fully 
implemented, cost-benefit analyses to identify additional conversions of 
contractor to in-house resources have not been performed. We determined, 
however, that the TEMS contracts were not as cost-effective as using in-house 
personnel. 

Costs Incurred for Contractor Support. The TEMS contracts that ESC 
awarded identified labor rates for each of the job categories listed in the request 
for proposal. As work was performed, each contractor submitted invoices using 
the labor rates established in the contracts. Overhead, general and 
administrative, or other expenses were incorporated into the labor rates and 
were not identified separately on invoices. Only travel costs incurred by the 
contractors were identified on invoices in addition to the labor costs. 
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Comparison of Contractor Costs and Organic Costs. We compared labor 
rates negotiated for each of the eight contracts awarded under TEMS IV with 
equivalent Government labor rates. We compared the rates charged by the 
eight contractors for each labor category with burdened rates for equivalent 
DoD employees. We obtained the assistance of the Directorate of Personnel, 
Air Force Materiel Command, to determine the job categories and grade of 
equivalent Government personnel. Based upon the Government pay scale, we 
burdened the Government pay rates for each of the labor categories. Because 
the TEMS IV contracts allow for option years through FY 1997, we also 
adjusted the burdened Government rates for cost of living allowances according 
to OMB Circular A-76, "Transmittal Memorandum No. 12," March 26, 1993, 
which updates Federal pay raise assumptions and inflation factors through 
FY 1997. 

According to a comparison of the labor rates for each of the eight TEMS IV 
contractors to the burdened Government equivalent rates, we determined that 
over the life of the eight TEMS IV contracts, ESC could have potential 
monetary benefits of $39 million if the work was performed by organic, rather 
than contractor, personnel. Appendix C provides an analysis of the potential 
reduction in costs. 

Future Use of Contracting at the Electronic Systems Center 

Executive Director, ESC, Opinion of Organic Resources. The Executive 
Director, ESC, stated that he believes that organic resources are less expensive 
than contractor support, and that by managing funds rather than personnel, the 
Government in general, and ESC in particular, could save costs. The 
downsizing effort to reduce Government spending could be more cost-effective 
if ESC could manage one set of funds or could have the flexibility to use the 
funds in the most cost-effective manner by hiring more organic employees and 
by eliminating more costly contractor employees. This could be accomplished 
by converting program funds now used to obtain contractor support to 
manpower funds, as has been done under the conversion effort. 

Comptroller Opinion on Funding Transfers. In response to a draft of this 
report, the Comptroller of the Department of Defense stated that DoD managers 
are given total flexibility to determine how their programs are executed and to 
allocate personnel resources as needed. In addition, the Assistant Director for 
Air Force Operations, Office of the Comptroller of the Department of Defense 
stated that DoD managers can include adjustments of funds from program to 
manpower in budget requests without approval of the Comptroller. 

Recent Review of ESC Acquisition Work Force Management Initiative 
Test. In December 1993, at the request of the Deputy Assistant Secretary of 
the Air Force (Acquisition), the Inspector General, Air Force Materiel 
Command, performed a review of the conversion initiative at ESC. The review 
focused on the reporting chains for support contractors at ESC, and on 
identifying historical trends, from before the conversion to the present, in the 
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total number of support contractor employees. According to interviews with 
67 persons, including Government supervisors, contractor task leaders, and 
contractor personnel, the Inspector General's report concluded the following. 

o The majority of those interviewed acknowledge that contractor task 
leaders direct contractor employees. 

o Contractors see their Government support as limited to desk space, a 
telephone, and sometimes a computer. Most contractor employees have home 
offices that they use occasionally. 

o Contractor and Government employees were aware of correct 
procedures to be followed concerning providing direction and supervision to 
contractor employees. 

o Civil service employees hired under the conversion were enthusiastic 
over the advantages of working directly for the Government because they were 
able to represent the Government, assume greater responsibilities, and perform 
more duties. Also, reporting channels were simplified and streamlined. 

The report further stated that the conversion initiative has been such a success 
for replacing contractor employees that hiring should continue until all new 
hires are in place. The conversion saves money, improves morale, and 
increases the Government's ability to get the job done better. 

Conclusion 

Recognition of ESC Efforts. We recognize the need for ESC to supplement its 
organic work force with contractor support in areas of specialization or for 
short-term needs. ESC appears to have accomplished program objectives 
effectively for many years by supplementing its organic work force with TEMS 
and scientific engineering and technical assistance contractor employees. ESC 
also appears to have in place detailed policies and procedures to analyze overall 
annual manpower needs, train personnel in the administration of TEMS 
contracts, and perform program needs effectively by using combinations of 
organic, MITRE Corporation, and contractor personnel. The conversion study 
initiated in 1987 demonstrated that cost savings could be realized by converting 
contractor positions to organic positions, and the Executive Director, ESC, also 
supports the potential for cost reductions through conversions. Further, ESC 
has requested relief from organic resources restrictions from various sources, 
including the Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Acquisition). 

Increased Costs Likely. Given the mandate to downsize DoD civilian and 
military staff, and given organic manpower ceilings imposed by the Air Force, 
if program requirements are not cut at ESC, overall program costs are likely to 
increase when more costly contractor services are procured to compensate for 
organic shortfalls. The need for ESC managers specifically, and DoD managers 
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in general, to manage personnel and funds efficiently is particularly important 
now, given increasingly scarce resources. As such, allocating scarce resources 
in a prudent fashion among organic and contractor resources is critical. 

Government-wide Policies Impacting ESC. The National Performance 
Review emphasized prudent management, empowered managers to contract out 
work when it makes operational and economic sense, and advocated that 
personnel ceilings should be eliminated and that Federal managers should be 
permitted to manage budgets using ceilings on operating costs to control 
spending. The review recognized that personnel ceilings could cause agencies 
to contract out work that could be done better and cheaper in-house. 

In conjunction with the National Performance Review, the Secretary of Defense 
February 1994 memorandum on "Implementing the DoD Plan to Streamline the 
Budget," states that the DoD civilian workforce will be reduced by 18 percent 
between FY s 1993 and 1999. The memorandum also cautions that, to 
accomplish civilian manpower cuts while maintaining a high-quality work force, 
that DoD reductions must not take the form of across-the-board cuts. The 
memorandum also states DoD will track how management changes enable the 
reduction of the DoD civilian work force. 

Office of Federal Procurement Policy Letter 91-1, "Management Oversight of 
Service Contracting, 11 November 19, 1994, reemphasized the importance of 
seeking cost-effectiveness in contracting for support services. OMB is also 
considering expanding the cost-comparison requirements to advisory and 
assistance services as part of its ongoing effort to revise OMB Circular A-76, 
"Performance of Commercial Activities, 11 August 8, 1983. 

Need for Clarification. The support services contracted for under the TEMS 
contracts are generally specialized and technical, and the contracts are written 
for 5 years. Personnel ceilings have been a major factor in the decision to 
contract for these support services. The Air Force needs to clarify whether ESC 
has the authority to hire additional, needed, in-house employees when a cost 
comparison indicates that in-house performance is desirable and substantially 
more cost-effective, or whether the goal of downsizing the Federal workforce 
has placed DoD in a position of having to contract for services regardless of 
what is more desirable and cost-effective. 

The evaluation of manpower resources should include consideration of total 
force requirements, which includes contractor, as well as military and DoD 
civilian personnel. In this regard, we believe that ESC should be encouraged to 
perform analyses of long-term needs to determine the most cost-effective and 
efficient means to meet staffing needs. The Air Force should encourage ESC to 
identify "total force requirements, 11 including contractor as well as organic 
personnel, to accurately reflect total personnel costs. In addition, ESC should 
then be provided the flexibility to manage both program dollars and staff dollars 
to accomplish mission requirements using a combination of organic and 
contractor manpower support in the most efficient and cost-effective manner. If 
ESC managers are allowed to manage the total labor work force, rather than 
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being limited to individual labor categories, they will have greater flexibility to 
make trade-off decisions to obtain the best mix of organic and contractor 
resources to perform mission requirements. 

The Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and Technology should 
establish procedures to verify that DoD managers conduct a standardized cost 
analysis that compares the use of in-house Federal employees instead of 
contractors before contracting for CAAS. The requirement for a cost analysis is 
in DoD Directive 4205.2, "Managing and Acquiring CAAS," but the cost 
analysis is not occurring. 

In addition, the Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) should 
establish a program to manage downsizing DoD personnel that considers the 
operational and cost-effectiveness of both in-house and contractor support. The 
system should allow for rational downsizing to include increased downsizing 
when appropriate, and the conversion of functions to in-house when shown to 
be operationally and economically sensible. 

Recommendations, Management Comments, and Audit 
Response 

Revised, Added, and Renumbered Recommendations. We replaced draft 
report Recommendation A. l. with revised Recommendation A. l. We added 
Recommendation A.2. to the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and 
Technology. Accordingly, draft report Recommendations A.2. through A.5. to 
the Comptroller of the Department of Defense and to the Air Force, were 
renumbered as Recommendations A.3. through A.6. We also revised draft 
report Recommendation A.5. (now Recommendation A.6.) to request 
appropriate disciplinary action be taken against Air Force officials who 
knowingly continue to use personal services after the Air Force's decision to 
discontinue use. 

1. We recommend that the Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness) establish a program to manage the downsizing of the DoD 
civilian workforce that allows for increases in DoD civilian resources when 
shown to be more operationally effective and cost-effective or when needed 
to perform inherently governmental functions. The program should also 
allow for increased downsizing of functions that are shown to be more 
economical if contracted out. 

Management Comments. Draft report Recommendation A.1. to the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) required accountability of total 
force requirements including contractor and in-house employees and recognition 
of both requirements in manpower and budget documents, and permitting the 
Air Force to adjust end-strengths for in-house DoD employees when in-house 
support is more cost effective than contractor employees. The Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) nonconcurred with the draft report 
recommendations and stated that long-standing DoD policy dictates that 
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Government employees be used only when necessary and that the Government 
should not compete with the private sector. Further, because of the major 
reductions in force occurring in DoD, the Under Secretary stated that contractor 
support provides the flexibility to accommodate workload variations while 
complying with mandated manpower reductions. In addition, the Under 
Secretary stated that collection of information on contractor personnel 
performing on Government contracts amounts to Government interference in 
private industry. 

Audit Response. We believe the Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness) must recognize that it is not wise to continue long term contract 
efforts for contracted advisory and assistance services when it costs less to use 
in-house employees. DoD must have some planning guidance during the overall 
downsizing of the Department that will permit increases of in-house employees 
in cases when it is cost effective to replace long term contrator support. 
Likewise, the plan should allow managers to increase contract efforts when it is 
more cost effective to replace in-house personnel. We request the Under 
Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) to comment on the new 
Recommendation A.1. in response to the final report. 

2. We recommend that the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and 
Technology establish procedures to verify that DoD managers comply with 
DoD Directive 4205.2, "Managing and Acquiring CAAS," February 10, 
1992, including certifying that contracting for contracted advisory and 
assistance services, versus performing the services in-house, is the most 
cost-effective or efficient means of acquiring the services. 

Management Comments and Audit Response. Based on management 
comments, the recent General Accounting Office Report GAO/GGD 94-95, 
"Government Contractors: Measuring Costs of Service Contractors Versus 
Federal Employees," (see Appendix B), the House Committee on Armed 
Services Report 103-499, "National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1995," May 10, 1994, and DoD Directive 4205.2, we added 
Recommendation A.2. to verify that DoD managers are complying with existing 
DoD guidance. Both reports recommend that a study be performed prior to 
contracting for CAAS to compare the cost of performing the services by DoD 
employees versus contracting out. DoD Directive 4205.2 requires that activities 
certify that the services have been reviewed for the most cost-effective or 
efficient means of accomplishment. Further, the directive states that if the 
requirement is for a long or continuing period, the analysis should determine 
whether performing the work using organic resources would be more 
cost-effective. Therefore, we request the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition and Technology to provide comments on the recommendation in 
response to the final report. 

3. We recommend that the Comptroller of the Department of Defense, in 
coordination with the Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness), identify a means to make funds available for in-house 
manpower support where the Department of the Air Force can demonstrate 
that long-term services can be performed more efficiently and 
cost-effectively through organic resources than through contractor support. 
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Management Comments. The Comptroller of the Department of Defense 
stated that no action is required by the Comptroller because DoD Components 
already have the necessary flexibility to allocate personnel resources as 
required, to achieve the greatest cost-efficiency. DoD managers are given total 
flexibility to determine how their programs are executed, and neither the 
Comptroller nor the Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) 
restrict how DoD Components allocate their personnel resources. 

Audit Response. We consider the Comptroller comments responsive to the 
recommendation. We agree with the Comptroller comments that reaffirm that 
DoD Components have the flexibility to allocate resources among Military, 
DoD civilian, and contractor personnel to achieve cost efficiency. Accordingly, 
DoD Components are not restricted by budget limitations when deciding 
whether to use DoD organic resources or contractor resources, but instead can 
make budget adjustments based upon which alternative is more cost-efficient. 

4. We recommend that the Under Secretary of the Air Force authorize the 
Air Force Electronic Systems Center, Air Force Materiel Command, to: 

a. Lift the suspension at the Electronic Systems Center to allow the 
conversion of the remaining positions to organic resources as initially 
authorized under the Acquisition Workforce Management Initiative Test. 

Management Comments. The Air Force nonconcurred with the 
recommendation and stated that the recommendation should have been 
addressed more appropriately to the Assistant Secretary of the Air Force 
(Acquisition). However, the Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Acquisition) 
will not lift the suspension because of end-strength ceilings mandated by the 
President and the Office of the Secretary of Defense through 1999. Therefore, 
hiring the remaining personnel authorized under the conversion would generate 
a reduction in force for each new Government employee hired. 

Audit Response. We acknowledge the limitations imposed on the Air Force by 
mandates from the President and the Office of the Secretary of Defense, and 
consider the comments responsive pending comments from the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) and the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition and Technology on Recommendation A.1. and A.2. 

b. Convene a task force made up of manpower, acquisition, and 
comptroller personnel to determine how to best allocate decreased funding 
among staff and program needs to best accomplish program needs. Make 
appropriate funding adjustments in the budget. 

Management Comments. The Air Force concurred and stated that an 
executive group consisting of general officers representing the operational 
customers, acquisition community, manpower resource allocation, and the Air 
Force Comptroller has been formed and is currently meeting in support of the 
FYs 1996 through 2001 Program Objective Memorandum. The executive 
group is reviewing acquisition programs and developing recommendations for 
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senior Air Force leadership on the retention of programs and the allocation of 
scarce resources. Once the recommendations are finalized and approved by Air 
Force leadership, the budget will be adjusted. 

Audit Response. We consider the Air Force comments to be responsive to the 
recommendation. We request the Air Force to provide actual or estimated 
completion dates for the proposed actions in response to the final report. 

c. Convert contractor positions to organic positions when conversion 
is determined to be more cost-effective. 

Management Comments. The Air Force concurred in part, stating that if 
relief is granted from end-strength ceilings, the Air Force would perform formal 
cost comparisons to substantiate cost savings of conversions and would 
aggressively convert additional contractor positions to in-house where proven to 
be more cost-effective. 

Audit Response. We acknowledge the limitations imposed on Air Force by 
mandates from the President and the Office of the Secretary of Defense, and we 
consider the comments responsive pending comments from the Under Secretary 
of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) and the Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition and Technology on Recommendations A.1. and A.2 .. 

5. We recommend that the Commander, Air Force Electronic Systems 
Center, Air Force Materiel Command: 

a. Determine DoD civilian personnel requirements needed to satisfy 
mission requirements. 

Management Comments. The Air Force concurred in part, stating that the 
determination is already made annually through the ESC Resource Management 
Council, which evaluates total manpower requirements and then determines the 
appropriate mix of organic and contractor support. The comments further stated 
that, during the planning phase of TEMS IV, ESC identified alternative means 
to satisfy requirements, including requesting additional organic support from 
Congress where more cost-effective. Also, ESC performed a cost comparison 
of contractor versus organic manpower as part of the Acquisition Workforce 
Management Initiative test. 

Audit Response. We consider the Air Force comments to be partially 
responsive. ESC did not perform cost comparisons of contractor versus organic 
resources before issuing the TEMS IV contracts. Further, according to 
documentation provided, the ESC Resource Management Council calculates the 
appropriate mix of manpower based on pre-established ceilings for organic and 
contractor personnel, and allocates available personnel among program offices, 
rather than considering increasing the overall proportion of organic compared 
with contractor personnel. We request that the Air Force reconsider its position 
in its response to the final report. 

b. Convert contractor positions to organic positions when it is 
determined to be more cost-effective. 

26 




Finding A. Acquisition of Technical Engineering and Management Support 
Services 

Management Comments. The Air Force concurred in part with the 
recommendation, stating that it is ready to proceed with conversions of 
contractor personnel when given proper authority. However, the Air Force 
stressed that barriers will need to be lifted including a hiring freeze exemption, 
relief from high-grade restrictions, and authority to use program funds for DoD 
civilian pay. 

Audit Response. We consider the Air Force comments responsive pending 
final comments to be provided by the Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel 
and Readiness) and the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and 
Technology on Recommendations A. l. and A.2 .. 

c. Perform a cost-benefit analysis on all job categories identified 
under the eight technical engineering and management support contracts, 
and convert contractor positions to in-house when determined to be more 
cost-effective. 

Management Comments. The Air Force concurred in part and stated that the 
ESC will perform a cost-benefit analysis as part of its annual manpower 
reviews. The analysis will compare TEMS costs by labor category with the cost 
for equivalent organic resources for all job categories identified under the eight 
TEMS IV contracts. However, until the barriers are lifted, ESC does not have 
the authority to convert positions to in-house when determined to be more 
cost-effective. 

Audit Response. We consider the Air Force comments to be responsive to the 
recommendation. We request the Air Force to provide actual or estimated 
completion dates for the proposed actions in response to the final report. 

d. Obtain a legal review of Electronic Systems Center program 
offices that evaluates actual work performed to verify that contractor 
employees are not performing personal services or inherently governmental 
functions, and eliminate such performance when the review identifies that 
such functions are being performed. 

Management Comments. The Air Force concurred in part and stated that ESC 
already has a well-defined system designed to preclude the performance of 
personal services or inherently governmental functions. The system includes 
policy guidance, emphasis in TEMS contracts that work must be performed 
consistent with contract terms and work statements, and discussion of acceptable 
roles and behaviors of contractor and Government personnel during training and 
contractor meetings. The Air Force strongly disagreed with the audit portrayal 
of the existence of personal services at ESC and stated that the number of 
examples cited in the report was limited, and that, because the examples cited 
only met four of the six criteria for personal services identified in 
FAR 37 .104(b), "Personal Service Contracts," that the report did not adequately 
demonstrate that the appearance of personal services does indeed exist. 

Regarding inherently governmental functions, the Air Force stated that the audit 
report failed to distinguish between the actual performance and the potential for 
performing inherently governmental functions, and failed to demonstrate that 
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ESC does not adequately control the use of inherently governmental functions. 
Further, the comments stated that ESC has taken numerous steps under the 
TEMS contracts to develop procedures to avoid contracting for inherently 
governmental functions and to ensure the vital separation of duties by carefully 
reviewing and structuring support contract requirements, training Government 
administrators, and implementing program reviews to monitor specific 
contractor performance. The Air Force stated that the examples cited in the 
report fall into the category of work that may approach inherently governmental 
functions according to Office of Federal Procurement Policy Letter 92-1, 
"Inherently Governmental Functions," because of the way in which the 
contractor performs the contract or the manner in which the Government 
administers contractor performance. However, the Air Force further stated that 
Policy Letter 92-1 does not predetermine the appropriateness of such contracts, 
but provides guidance for evaluation, prescribes additional management 
attention to the terms of the contract and the manner of performance, and leaves 
the management judgment to the agency. 

The Air Force stated, however, that notwithstanding internal controls already in 
place, ESC will conduct a self-inspection of the program offices using a team of 
functional (that is, technical, legal, manpower, and contracting) personnel. 
Program offices will be advised of the purpose of the inspection, and will be 
made aware that any improprieties will result in loss of inappropriate contracted 
support. 

Audit Response. We consider the Air Force comments on the recommendation 
responsive. We believe that ESC has policies and procedures that address the 
need to avoid personal services and inherently governmental functions and has 
included language within the TEMS contracts that address their avoidance. 
However, in actual practice, because of the extensive and long-term reliance on 
TEMS support and the limited number of organic personnel in some offices, the 
appearance of the performance of personal services and potential for the 
performance of inherently governmental functions in fact exists. 

We believe that the planned self-inspection by ESC of actual work performed, 
rather than a review of work statements, should verify the adequacy of internal 
controls to avoid the performance of personal services and inherently 
governmental functions by contractor employees. We request that the Air Force 
provide actual or estimated completion dates for the proposed action in response 
to the final report. 

e. Perform cost-benefit analyses on procurements of contracted 
advisory and assistance service contracts that have been ongoing for more 
than 5 years to determine whether use of organic or contractor resources is 
the most efficient means of performance. These analyses should include a 
sample of the delivery orders on the TEMS IV contracts. 

Management Comments. The Air Force concurred in part and stated that ESC 
will perform cost-benefit analyses on procurements of CAAS anticipated to be 
on-going for more than 5 years before issuance or renewal. The analyses will 
determine which contracts or delivery orders could or should be considered for 
conversion to in-house. The Air Force further stated that cost-effectiveness 
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studies were perf onned as part of the process in contracting for manpower 
support, and therefore, delivery orders on existing contracts and indefinite 
delivery/indefinite quantity contracts will not be analyzed. 

Audit Response. We consider the Air Force comments to be partially 
responsive. We agree with the planned cost-benefit analyses for future contracts 
or delivery orders for CAAS. However, the TEMS IV contracts are indefinite 
delivery/indefinite quantity contracts, and delivery orders under the TEMS IV 
contracts can be issued for up to $371 million through 1998. Therefore, we 
maintain that at least a sample of the TEMS IV delivery orders should also be 
analyzed, and we revised the recommendation accordingly. We request the Air 
Force, in their comments on the final report, to provide actual or estimated 
completion dates for the cost-benefit analyses on new contract actions, and to 
reconsider its position on perf onning such analyses on ongoing contracts and 
delivery orders. 

6. We recommend that the Commander, Air Force Air Mobility 
Command, discontinue the use of personal services, discontinue the use of 
technical engineering and management support contracts to obtain such 
services, and take appropriate disciplinary actions against officials who 
knowingly continued the use of the personal services subsequent to the Air 
Force stating it no longer would. 

Management Comments. The Air Force nonconcurred with the 
recommendation and stated that the services referred to in the report are not 
personal services and that the Air Mobility Command did not specifically use 
the TEMS III or TEMS IV contracts to obtain the services of a particular 
software engineer. 

Audit Response. We consider the Air Force comments to be nonresponsive to 
the recommendation. As stated in this report, we identified the directed 
contracting by the Air Mobility Command to obtain the services of the software 
engineer in Inspector General, DoD, Report No. 94-008, "DoD Procurements 
Through the Tennessee Valley Authority Technology Brokering Program," 
October 20, 1993. In response to the report, the Deputy Assistant Secretary of 
the Air Force (Acquisition) specifically stated that the Air Mobility Command 
discontinued the acquisition of the software engineer through the Tennessee 
Valley Authority, and that services of the software engineer are no longer being 
used. However, the Air Mobility Command continued to procure the services 
of the software engineer after specifically stating that the services were 
discontinued. Further, the Air Mobility Command obtained the services 
through other than normal DoD procurement channels. The Air Mobility 
Command should have used alternative contracting means, such as a short-tenn 
individual contract with the consultant directly, to obtain the services, rather 
than obtaining the services indirectly through ESC, a TEMS contractor, and a 
subcontractor to the TEMS contractor. Because the Air Force continued to 
obtain personal services after stating it no longer would, we added to the 
recommendation that the Air Force take disciplinary actions against those 
officials who knowingly continued the use of personal services at the Air 
Mobility Command. We request that the Commander, Air Force Air Mobility 

29 




Finding A. Acquisition of Technical Engineering and Management Support 
Services 

30 


Command, consult with the Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air Force 
(Acquisition) on his prior response, and provide additional comments when 
responding to the final report. 

Responses Req~ed Per Recommendation 

Responses to the final report are required from the addressees shown for the 
items indicated with an "X" in the table below. 

Number Addressee 

Res12onses Should Cover 
Concur/ 

Nonconcur 
Proposed 

Action 
Completion 

Date 
Related 
Issues 

1. USD(P&R)1 x x x 
2. USD for A&T2 x x x 
4.b. Air Force x 
5.a. Air Force x x x 
5.c. Air Force x 1c3 

5.d. Air Force x IC 

5.e. Air Force x x x 
6. Air Force x x x 

1Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) 
2Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and Technology 
3Internal controls 



Finding B. Use of Government
Furnished Facilities 

ESC program offices were charged the same rates by TEMS contractors 
when services were performed off-site and when Government-furnished 
facilities were provided for contractor use. The reason why on-site or 
off-site charges were not different was because, when awarding the 
contracts, ESC contracting officials did not require contractors to 
identify different rates for on-site and off-site work. ESC can reduce 
costs by approximately $18.7 million if contractor rates are adjusted in 
the TEMS IV contracts when Government-furnished facilities are 
provided for contractor use. Also, ESC can realize a potential cost 
reduction of approximately $7. 7 million if funds are recouped for 
Government-furnished facilities provided for contractor use under 
TEMS III contracts. 

Compensation for Government-Furnished Facilities 

ESC did not require proposals for either the TEMS III or the TEMS IV 
contracts to specify rate adjustments for work performed off-site versus work 
performed at Government-furnished facilities. The TEMS contracts required all 
costs to be incorporated into the proposed labor rates, including general and 
administrative, overhead, and facilities costs. 

The TEMS II contracts issued by ESC also did not require that contractor 
proposals specify separate rates for work performed off-site and work 
performed at Government-furnished facilities. Under TEMS II, however, the 
Government specified that, when the contractor employee performed work at a 
Government-furnished facility, a fee of $25 per contractor employee per day be 
calculated and deducted by the contractor from invoices submitted for payment. 
ESC relied on the contractors to identify applicable employees and make the 
appropriate deductions and did not establish controls to verify that the 
deductions were made. The TEMS contracting officer, ESC, stated that the 
method was not applied to TEMS III or TEMS IV contracts because 
administration was too difficult to manage. In addition, the Defense Finance 
and Accounting Support Center paid the invoices without confirming the 
existence or accuracy of deductions made for the use of Government-furnished 
facilities. 
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Government-Furnished Facilities Under TEMS III and IV 

Information in the TEMS III and TEMS IV contracts on collocation 
requirements were conflicting. Under both TEMS III and TEMS IV contracts, 
the collocation requirements had to be in writing and had to be directed by the 
contracting officer. 

TEMS III Requirements. The TEMS III contracts stated that the TEMS 
contractors must be capable of housing sufficient employees to support all 
delivery orders; however, the Government reserved the right to require 
collocation at any time. According to the contracts, if provided, Government 
facilities would include working space, material, equipment, services (including 
automatic data processing) or other support (including communication services). 
Under the TEMS III contracts, the Government estimated that approximately 
20 percent of labor hours would require collocation, and the Government would 
provide the facilities at no charge. According to the contracting officer, 
approximately 50 percent, not 20 percent, of contractor employees were 
collocated. 

The draft request for proposal for TEMS III included the $25 per employee per 
day requirement for collocation of contractor employees that was included in the 
TEMS II contracts. In addition, the draft request for proposal stated that 

" ... in the event that the Government requires collocation of more or 
less than 20 percent of contract employees perfonning on delivery 
orders, that this will not provide the basis for any equitable 
adjustment to the price, terms and/or conditions of the contract." 

ESC legal counsel questioned the enforceability and practicality of the 
collocation language in the proposal for TEMS III. Specifically, ESC legal 
counsel questioned whether the terminology meant that unless exactly 20 percent 
of contractor employees were collocated, that the contractor would be charged, 
and also questioned who would track the number of contractor employees 
actually located at the Government facilities each day. We are not aware that 
any final determination was made based on ESC legal counsel's comments. 
However, ESC deleted the $25 per employee per day collocation fee from the 
request for proposal, and did not make revisions to the proposal or to the 
TEMS III contracts to require cost adjustments where more or less than 
20 percent collocation existed. 

TEMS IV Requirements. Under TEMS IV, the Government required the 
TEMS contractors to maintain facilities capable of housing 50 percent of the 
TEMS contractor employees at any time. Also, under TEMS IV, ESC 
estimated that approximately 68 percent of total labor hours would require 
collocation. Again, the contracts stipulated that Government facilities would be 
provided at no charge and the value would be included in consideration as part 
of the Government contract. In contrast to TEMS III, Government-furnished 
facilities were limited to a desk, a chair, and a phone. 
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Collocation of Contractor Employees 

We reviewed all 106 delivery orders issued under TEMS IV contracts through 
October 1993 and determined that 87 percent of labor hours to be performed 
under the delivery orders required collocation for the duration of each order. In 
addition, while the TEMS IV contracts stated that, if Government-furnished 
facilities were used, the Government would provide only a desk, chair, and a 
telephone, the program officials interviewed stated that the contractor employees 
also had access to Government-owned computers, printers, copiers, paper 
supplies, and other office facilities. 

Because the Government incurs costs to maintain the facilities used by 
contractor employees, either those costs should be charged to the contractors or 
the contractor rates should be adjusted to allow for the Government-furnished 
facilities. ESC acknowledged the need to account for contractor use of 
Government-furnished facilities under TEMS II by levying a $25 per employee 
per day fee. ESC also considered including the $25 fee in the TEMS III 
contracts, but decided not to include the fee because of the administrative 
difficulties involved. 

Potential Cost Reductions 

We calculated that ESC could realize a potential cost reduction of up to 
$26.4 million if contractor rates are adjusted to accommodate the Government
furnished facilities. The $26.4 million includes $18. 7 million in potential future 
cost reductions if adjustments are made to future work performed under 
TEMS IV, and $7. 7 million in potential cost reductions if funds are recouped 
from TEMS III contracts. We calculated the savings by applying the $25 per 
contractor employee per day rate used under the TEMS II contract to the 
TEMS III and TEMS IV contracts and assumed that 68 percent of the work was 
performed on-site under the TEMS III contracts or would be performed on-site 
under TEMS IV contracts. 

Table 4 demonstrates how the potential cost reductions were calculated. 
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Table 4. Potential Recoupment for Government-Furnished Facilities 

Contract 
Series 

Maximum 
Hours Under 

Contract 
(millions) 

Applicable 
Number of 

1Days 
Cost 

2 Reduction

TEMS III 3.6 306,000 $ 7,650,000 
TEMS IV. 8.8 748,000 18.700.000 

Total 	 $26,350,000 

1	Applicable number of days = (maximum number of hours under TEMS contracts divided by 
8 hours per day) x 68 percent on-site rate per TEMS IV contract clause.

2Applicable number of days x $25 per day. 

Because work under the TEMS III contracts has already been completed, we 
believe that ESC should identify a means to calculate an equitable cost 
adjustment under the five TEMS III contracts when Government-furnished 
facilities were used. Those costs identified should be recouped from contractors 
where Government-furnished facilities were provided. 

Recommendations, Management Comments, and Audit 
Response 

We recommend that the Commander, Air Force Electronic Systems Center, 
Air Force Materiel Command: 

1. Calculate an equitable cost adjustment under the five TEMS III 
contracts for Government-furnished facilities and recoup costs from 
contractors where Government-furnished facilities were provided. 

Management Comments. The Air Force nonconcurred with the 
recommendation and stated that the contracts were competitively awarded 
according to rates that took the collocation into consideration. In addition, the 
Air Force stated that legal counsel advised ESC that language in the contract 
precludes the Government from recouping any costs because the contract states 
that any equitable adjustment to the price, terms, or conditions is not possible if 
more or less than 20 percent of contractor employees are collocated. 

Audit Response. We do not consider the Air Force comments to be 
responsive. Data provided by ESC to support the legal opinion did not state 
that the Government was precluded from recouping costs. In fact, the legal 
opinion interpreted the contract clause to imply that the Government would 
make equitable cost adjustments whenever more or less than 20 percent of 
contractor employees were collocated. Further, ESC considered the inclusion 
of the $25 per employee per day collocation fee for the TEMS III contracts, but 
chose to not include the clause primarily for administrative reasons. Because 
the TEMS III contract clause was vague, the $25 per employee per day 
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collocation fee was deleted. We detennined that contractor employees were 
collocated at Government-furnished facilities at least 50 percent of the time. 
We maintain that costs should be recouped from the TEMS III contractors when 
more than 20 percent of contractor employees' were located at 
Government-furnished facilities. We request that the Air Force reconsider its 
response and provide additional comments when responding to the final report. 

2. Amend the eight TEMS IV contracts to identify procedures to recoup 
on-site costs when Government-furnished facilities are provided for 
contractor use. 

Management Comments. The Air Force nonconcurred with the 
recommendation and stated that the contracts were awarded through an intensely 
competitive source selection based on fixed rates that considered a 68-percent 
collocation rate. The Air Force believes that the competitiveness of the 
procurement adequately preserved any benefits that might be realized by the 
Government versus amending the contracts with separate rates for on-site and 
off-site activities. In addition, the Air Force believes that the time required for 
the Government to renegotiate new rates for 8 contractors, 41 labor categories, 
and 5 years would not be cost beneficial. 

Audit Response. We do not consider the Air Force comments to be 
responsive. The negotiated rates for TEMS IV were generally comparable to 
negotiated rates for the fifth year under TEMS III. However, under TEMS III, 
the collocation rate to be used by contractors was 20 percent compared with 
68 percent under TEMS IV. Further, according to a sample of delivery orders 
reviewed, closer to 87 percent of contractor employees were, in fact, collocated 
at Government-furnished facilities under TEMS IV. Because of the magnitude 
of the TEMS IV contracts ($371 million), the $18.7 million of benefits, the 
variations in the projected and actual percent of collocation, and the Air Force 
not including a collocation fee for administrative purposes, we believe that it is 
cost effective for the Air Force to attempt to negotiate and recover on-site costs 
when Government-furnished facilities are provided for contractor use. We 
request that the Air Force reconsider its response and provide additional 
comments when responding to the final report. 



Finding C. Contract Administration 
ESC did not enforce procurement regulations that require small 
businesses, not subcontractors, to perform at least 50 percent of total 
personnel costs on contracts. Further, ESC personnel returned reviewed 
and approved contractor invoices to the TEMS contractors to forward to 
the Defense Contract Management Area Operations (DCMAO)-Boston 
for approval and payment rather than submitting the approved invoices 
directly themselves. The ESC contracting office designated two other 
TEMS III contractors to perform work as subcontractors to Sumaria 
Systems, Incorporated (Sumaria), because Sumaria had not reached the 
maximum labor-hours under its TEMS III contract. Further, no formal 
policy exists to require ESC to send the invoices directly to the 
DCMAO-Boston once approved, and ESC program officials desired to 
assist TEMS contractors in more expeditiously receiving payment for 
work performed by allowing the contractors to directly process invoices 
to the DCMAO-Boston rather than processing the invoices through ESC. 
As a result, Sumaria unfairly received contracts for services that required 
subcontracting to accomplish the requirements. By allowing TEMS 
contractors access to invoices after ESC approval, ESC allowed the 
opportunity for fraud should the approved invoices be altered before 
submission to DCMAO-Boston. 

Small Business Subcontracting 

Requirements for Work Performed by Small Businesses. FAR 52.219-14, 
"Limitations on Subcontracting," requires that: 

At least 50 percent of the cost of contract performance incurred for 
personnel (under service contracts) shall be expended for employees 
of the small business. 

The TEMS III contract with the small business, Sumaria, referred to this FAR 
requirement. However, by delegating work to subcontractors of Sumaria, ESC 
violated the FAR. Thirteen Sumaria subcontractors incurred 88 percent of the 
total labor costs, accounting for $30.2 million of the total of $34.3 million paid 
to Sumaria over the 5-year life of the contract. The following figure identifies 
the breakout of subcontracted costs by Sumaria. 
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35 percent 

Sumaria 

12 percent RJO


S percent 

AIR American Institute for Research 

DRC Dynamics Research Corporation 

HTI Horizon Technology, Incorporated 

RJO RJO Enterprises, Incorporated 

SSAI Support Systems Associates, Incorporated 

Sumaria Sumaria Systems, Incorporated 


Percent of Funds Paid to Sumaria and Each Sumaria Subcontractor 

Use of Subcontractors. The subcontractors to Sumaria under the TEMS III 
contract included Horizons Technology, Incorporated, and Dynamics Research 
Corporation, which were also awarded TEMS III contracts as prime contractors 
along with Sumaria. However, as of December 1992, both Horizons 
Technology, Incorporated, and Dynamics Research Corporation had almost 
performed the maximum allowed labor-hours as stipulated in each of 
the TEMS III contracts. The TEMS III contracting officer stated that the 
program offices that used Horizons Technology, Incorporated, and Dynamics 
Research Corporation wished to continue obtaining support services from those 
firms despite their reaching the maximum hours allowed under the contracts. 
ESC officials stated that the imbalance in the allocation of work was a result of 
delays in awarding the small business set aside portion of the TEMS III 
contracts. Therefore, providing uninterrupted support to ESC programs, 
especially near the last year of the program, required deviation from the FAR 
rather than allowing sole-source amendments to contractors that had neared their 
contractual ceilings. The contracting officer approved the subcontracting of 
work to Horizons Technology, Incorporated, and Dynamics Research 
Corporation through Sumaria, which had not reached its maximum labor-hours 
allowed. 

By subcontracting 88 percent of the work, the ESC contracting officer did not 
provide Sumaria the opportunity to perform under the Government contract. 
ESC, in effect, made Sumaria a "broker," thus violating FAR 52.219-14. 
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Control of Contractor Invoices 

Functional Area Evaluator Responsibilities. Functional area evaluators at 
ESC perform as contracting officer's technical representatives within program 
offices. The functional area evaluator duties include monitoring contractor 
performance and reviewing and approving invoiced costs before payment. The 
contracting officer describes the responsibilities and applicable policies to the 
functional area evaluators in letters of delegation. 

Contractor Invoice Processing Procedures. ESC contracting officials stated 
that the functional area evaluator letters of delegation do not identify specific 
policies to prescribe how invoices submitted by TEMS contractors should be 
processed, except that invoices for labor and travel are submitted to the 
functional area evaluators for review and approval. According to six functional 
area evaluators interviewed, the process for reviewing, approving, and paying 
TEMS contractor invoices for labor and travel is as follows. 

o TEMS contractors submit invoices for labor hours and travel costs to 
the designated functional area evaluators for review and approval. 

o The functional area evaluators approve the invoices based on first
hand knowledge of work performed and trips conducted or feedback obtained 
from program managers. 

o Once approved, the functional area evaluators return the invoices 
directly to the contractors. 

Processing Invoices Directly to DCMAO-Boston. ESC program officials 
stated that they desired to assist TEMS contractors in more expeditiously 
receiving payment for work performed by allowing the contractors to directly 
process invoices to the DCMAO-Boston rather than by processing the invoices 
through ESC. The contractors then hand-carry the approved labor-hour 
invoices to DCMAO-Boston, which acts as the administrative contracting office 
for invoice approval purposes. Invoices for travel costs are forwarded to the 
Defense Contract Audit Agency by the contractors. Officials at DCMAO
Boston and the Defense Contract Audit Agency stated that their reviews are 
limited to a cursory review for reasonableness of costs incurred and that they do 
not examine any detailed supporting documentation. Once reviewed, the 
DCMAO-Boston forwards the invoices to the Defense Finance and Accounting 
Services Center for payment to the contractor. Each of the TEMS contracts do, 
however, provide for close-out audits to be performed by the Defense Contract 
Audit Agency at the conclusion of each contract. These close-out audits allow 
for adjustments where appropriate. 
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2. Establish procedures to require that invoiced costs approved by 
functional area evaluators be forwarded directly to the appropriate Defense 
Contract Management Area Operations or the Defense Contract Audit 
Agency for further processing and that contractors be excluded from the 
process. 

Management Comments. The Air Force concurred with the recommendation 
and stated that. it agrees with the sensitivity of the issue, and has enhanced an 
existing management control in spite of the fact that no abuses have been noted. 
Program offices now electronically transmit a copy of approved invoices to the 
administrative contracting officer for comparison with the original invoice 
submitted by the contractor. Also, the electronically transmitted copy is marked 
"Not for Payment" to preclude administrative difficulties such as double 
payments. 
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U.S. General Accounting Office 


Report No. GAO/GGD-94-95, "Government Contracting: Measuring Costs of 
Service Contractors Versus Federal Employees," March 10, 1994. The report 
states that Federal agencies are not currently required to conduct cost 
comparisons in determining whether to contract for CAAS. However, the 
General Accounting Office determined that cost comparisons can be a useful 
management tool for assisting Government agencies in deciding how to acquire 
needed services in the most cost-effective manner. The General Accounting 
Office stated that items included in OMB Circular No. A-76 could serve as 
useful criteria for cost comparisons of CAAS. The report also suggested that 
other non-cost factors should be considered, such as the quality or timeliness of 
the services required, or whether the CAAS is to be procured for a short-term 
or a nonrecurring purpose. Further, the report cautioned that OMB will need to 
resolve a potential conflict between the proposals of the National Performance 
Review to provide agencies greater flexibility in accomplishing their missions 
and current efforts to downsize the Government. The National Performance 
Review encourages allowing Federal managers the flexibility to obtain needed 
services from the best source possible. However, concurrently the 
administration is committed to reducing the Federal workforce by 252,000 
which, in effect, creates personnel ceilings rather than eliminate them. The 
result may force agencies to contract out to meet downsizing goals regardless of 
what cost-comparisons show. The report recommended that the Director, 
OMB, extend cost comparison requirements to CAAS and work with Congress 
to explore ways to meet administration's workforce reduction objectives and 
provide agencies sufficient authority and flexibility to accomplish work in the 
most efficient and effective manner--either by using Government employees or 
by contract, or some combination of both. OMB generally concurred with the 
recommendation to extend cost comparisons to CAAS, but did not address the 
need to resolve the disparity between the administration's goals of workforce 
reductions versus providing managers flexibility in managing programs (OSD 
Case No. 9612). 

Inspector General, DoD 

Report No. 94-008, "DoD Procurements Through the Tennessee Valley 
Authority Technology Brokering Program," October 20, 1993. The report 
states that DoD activities issued Economy Act orders to the Tennessee Valley 
Authority (TV A) Technology Brokering Program that circumvented the Federal 
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procurement process, that DoD activities did not provide for adequate contract 
administration and contract audits to verify that work was performed in 
accordance with the TVA cooperative agreements, and that TVA earned about 
$139.4 million in interest on DoD funds by requiring DoD to make payments 
before receiving the goods and services. The report recommended DoD 
establish procedures to prevent further circumvention of the Federal 
procurement process, define requirements for Federal information processing 
resources, and -implement controls over classified information; the Air Mobility 
Command assign program management functions to Government employees to 
prevent the procurement of personal services; the Military Department 
strengthen the administration of Economy Act orders; the issuance of guidance 
addressing the payment on Economy Act orders to agencies with commercial 
bank accounts; and DoD recoup the interest earned by TV A on DoD funds. 
The Army, the Navy, and the Air Force generally agreed with the 
recommendations. 

Report No. 92-128, "Selected Service Contracts at Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base, " August 17, 1992. The report states that the Air Force Logistics 
Management Systems Center (the Center) issued contracts for program technical 
and administrative support services that had the characteristics of personal 
service contracts and were not as cost-effective as in-house personnel. Program 
officials contracted to obtain personnel support because the necessary expertise 
was not available in-house, and personnel freezes prohibited the Center from 
hiring DoD civilian employees. The audit estimated that in FY 1990, the 
Center paid an additional $4. 7 million in costs for contractor work and could 
save up to $6.21 million if the work performed under the remaining option 
years of existing service support contracts were accomplished through DoD 
civilian resources. The report recommended that the Air Force eliminate 
personnel ceilings and require managers to justify the most cost-effective mix of 
in-house or contractor personnel resources for program requirements within the 
Center, evaluate support service contracts for cost-effectiveness, make budget 
adjustments to shift funds from contracts to civilian staff, and terminate the 
contract with the IMP ACT Corporation. The Deputy Chief of Staff of the Air 
Force (Logistics), concurred with recommendations on performing cost analyses 
for determining the most cost-effective mix of contractor and in-house DoD 
civilian personnel for contracts. However, the Center did not agree to terminate 
the option for the IMPACT Corporation contract and did not agree with the 
potential monetary benefits. Resolution of the Center's disagreement is in 
progress. 

Report No. 92-010, "Consulting Services," October 30, 1991. The report states 
that, in FY 1989 and 1990, DoD Components underreported CAAS 
procurements by $20.4 million and $19.2 million, respectively. These errors 
were because of unclear, conflicting, and inadequate guidance used in making 
CAAS determinations. Additionally, DoD Components narrowly interpreted 
and applied the CAAS definition, and thus reported conservative data to avoid 
potential budget cuts by Congress. The report recommended a revision of the 
CAAS definition to include clarification on reporting automated data processing 
and task order contracts and training of DoD program managers on the 
identification and reporting of CAAS. Management generally agreed with all 
recommendations. 
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Report No. 91-115, "Consulting Services Contracts for Operational and Test 
Evaluation," August 22, 1991. The report states that the Military Departments' 
operational test and evaluation agencies frequently used the same service 
contractors to support operational tests for major Defense acquisition systems 
that participated in the development of the systems. Further, the Military 
Departments spent more than $44 million annually for contractor assistance that 
was not as cost-effective as developing a DoD in-house capability. The report 
recommended implementation of additional procedures, legislative changes, 
internal controls, and replacement of service contractors with in-house civilian 
employees. The Director of Operational Test and Evaluation agreed with all 
recommendations except a need for legislation that would allow Military 
Departments to obtain waivers to use the same service contractors to support 
operational tests. The Army, the Navy, and the Air Force concurred with the 
recommendation to insert conflict of interest clauses in service contracts and to 
direct contracting officers to enforce the provisions. The Director, the Assistant 
Secretary of Defense (Force Management and Personnel), and the Navy 
nonconcurred to hiring additional DoD civilian personnel, thus reducing their 
reliance on services contractors. Resolution of the nonconcurrence is in 
progress. 

Report No. 91-041, "Contracted Advisory and Assistance Services (CAAS) 
Contracts," February 1, 1991. The report states that management controls over 
CAAS needed improvement and that DoD significantly underreported CAAS 
expenditures. The report estimates that DoD Components did not identify and 
report between $4 billion and $9 billion of CAAS procurements because of 
unclear CAAS guidance, untimely updating of implementing regulations within 
the Military Departments, and insufficient training. The report recommended 
revisions and clarifications to DoD Directive 4205.2, "DoD Contracted 
Advisory and Assistance Services," January 27, 1986; increased training; and 
better budget and accounting systems to provide detailed support to CAAS 
estimates in the PB-27 Budget Exhibits. The report recommended that guidance 
be issued to define inherently governmental functions that should be performed 
by DoD civilian and military employees; that requests for CAAS only be 
approved after completion of cost comparisons that demonstrate that contracting 
for services is more economical; and that a zero-base review be performed on 
all CAAS contracts to determine whether performing the requirements in-house 
or through a contract would be more cost-effective. In response to the report, 
DoD established an action plan to revise regulations, clarify definitions, and 
improve training to strengthen the management and reporting of CAAS. 

Report No. 91-030, "Justification for Use of Time-and-Materials Contracts," 
January 8, 1991. The report states that in FY 1987, ongoing work was 
continued for 22 task-order-type contracts, valued at $72 million, for technical 
and engineering support services. This problem primarily occurred because 
the award was made before the technical personnel identified the need for such 
services or because technical personnel neglected to use available performance 
and historical cost data to develop the detailed statements of work and estimate 
contract costs. The report recommended that the Deputy Assistant Secretary of 
Defense (Procurement) issue additional guidance to all DoD buying commands 
to limit the use of time-and-materials contracts. Other recommendations 
required the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Research, Development, and 
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Acquisition); Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Research, Development, and 
Acquisition); and the Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Acquisition) to 
establish minimum training requirements for technical personnel, to increase the 
level of training for contracting officers, to assess the utilization of historical 
cost and performance data, and to require buying commands to include a 
determination and finding regarding the use of time-and-materials contracts. 
The Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense (Procurement); the Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Research, Development, and Acquisition); the Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy (Research, Development, and Acquisition); and the 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Acquisition) concurred with most of the 
recommendations. The Office of Management and Budget issued additional 
guidance. 

Air Force Audit Agency 

Project No. 91064041. "Contracting for Advisory and Assistance Services," 
June 4, 1992. The report states that contracting officers did not obtain required 
certified cost and pricing data for 17 of 20 contracts reviewed; did not perform 
market research before awarding sole-source contracts for 11 of the 
20 contracts; restricted competition on 12 contracts; did not require competitive 
selection of subcontractors for 10 contracts; included inherently governmental 
functions in 10 contracts; and did not identify 15 contracts as CAAS. The 
report recommended that major commands obtain cost and pricing data when 
negotiating CAAS orders, perform market evaluations before exercising options 
on CAAS contracts, prohibit the use of indefinite delivery/indefinite quantity 
contracts for CAAS, comply with FAR requirements for subcontracting, 
provide a clear definition of inherently governmental functions, and provide 
training on CAAS requirements. Management disagreed with the report 
regarding the application of FAR provisions to CAAS, but agreed to consider 
the use of indefinite delivery/indefinite quantity contracts. Air Force Audit 
Agency considered management's response and management actions taken or 
planned to be responsive. 

Report No. 325-0-28, "Follow-up of Contracting for Engineering Services to 
Support Air Force Systems Command Weapon Systems Acquisition, Electronic 
Systems Division, Hanscom Air Force Base, Massachusetts," July 11, 1990. 
The report states that management had generally taken measures to ensure that 
accounts receivable procedures and collection controls over collocation fees due 
to the Government were established. Management stated that they had 
coordinated with personnel to ensure credits were included on monthly invoices 
and that collocation fees were collected from TEMS contractors. The report 
recommended that the administrative contracting officer at the Defense Contract 
Administration Services Management Area promptly collect collocation fees due 
the Government and provide written replies when contractor fees were settled. 
Management concurred with the finding and recommendations. 

Report No. 9066410, "Contracting for Engineering Services to Support Air 
Force Systems Command Weapon Systems Acquisitions," April 2, 1990. The 
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report states that Air Force activities, including ESC, awarded engineering 
services task orders that included personal services. This occurred because 
specific Air Force Systems Command guidance implementing FAR 
requirements on personal services was not available. The report recommended 
that the Air Force Systems Command provide more specific instructions to 
buying organizations on what constitutes personal services and direct that the 
use of personal services be discontinued. Management and Air Force Audit 
Agency mutually concurred that clearer guidance was necessary, and that the 
revised-FAR and Defense Federal Acquisition Regulations Supplement (issued 
in June 1990) should provide the necessary guidance. 

Report No. 325-9-22, "Contracting for Engineering Services to Support Air 
Force Systems Command Weapon Systems Acquisitions, Electronic Systems 
Division, Hanscom Air Force Base, MA," July 27, 1989. The report states that 
engineering service contracts had the characteristics of personal service contracts 
and that contractor personnel worked in Government program offices using 
Government equipment and facilities. These contractor personnel interlaced 
daily with Government employees to accomplish the program office mission 
while the Government's program office maintained time and attendance records 
for both Government and contractor personnel. The arrangement gave the 
appearance that contractor employees were performing as Government 
employees. The report also states that the Government could realize potential 
recoupments of $1. 56 million if procedures were better defined for authorizing 
contractor collocation. The report did not make recommendations concerning 
the issue of personal services. Management agreed to recoup costs for 
collocation of contractor personnel at Government-furnished facilities. 
Management nonconcurred with the finding that contractor personnel were used 
to circumvent civil service laws or to perform personal services. Management 
stated that violations of FAR part 37 only occur when all contractor personnel 
are continuously supervised by Government employees. After considering 
management's response, Air Force Audit Agency closed out the finding, citing 
a difference in interpretation of the FAR requirement for personal services, and 
agreed that all contractor employees were not continuously supervised by 
Government personnel. 



Appendix C. Potential Benefits From Personnel 

Conversions 


Contractor 
TEMS IV 

Costsl 
Government 

Costs2 
Potential Cost 

Reduction3 

ABACUS $ 43,352,785 $ 34,798,496 $ 8,554,289 
ARINC 43,269,631 34,798,496 8,471,135 
ASEC 41,048,911 34,798,496 6,250,415 
CTA 37,556,370 34,798,496 2,757,874 
MEI 37,247,331 34,798,496 2,448,835 
SEN COM 39,285,711 34,798,496 4,487,215 
SRC 41,895,280 34,798,496 7,096,784 
SSAI 33.920.145 34.798.496 (878.351) 

Total $317.576.164 $278.387 ,968 $39.188.196 

ABACUS ABACUS Technology Corporation 
ARINC ARINC Research Corporation 
ASEC Analytical Systems Engineering Corporation 
CTA CTA, Incorporated 
MEI MEI Technology, Incorporated 
SEN COM SENCOM, Incorporated 
SRC Systems Resources Corporation 
SSAI Support Systems Associates, Incorporated 

1Based on the contractor's best and final off er. 

2Based on Office of Management and Budget Circular No. A-76, "Transmittal 

Memorandum #12," March 26, 1993, which updated the Federal pay raise 

assumptions. 

3Calculated by subtracting the Government costs from the TEMS IV costs. 
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Appendix D. 	Summary of Potential Benefits 
Resulting From Audit 

Recommendation 
Reference Description of Benefit 

Amount and/or 
Type of Benefit 

A. l. Economy and Efficiency. Establish 
procedures to verify compliance 
with DoD guidance to certify that 
contracting for CAAS, versus 
contracting out, is cost-effective. 

Undeterminable. * 

A.2. Economy and Efficiency. Establish 
a program to manage the 
downsizing of DoD civilian 
workforce that allows for increasing 
DoD civilian resources or contractor 
support when shown to be more 
operationally-effective or 
cost-effective. 

Undeterminable. * 

A.3. Economy and Efficiency. Identifies 
a means to make funds available for 
in-house support when more cost 
effective. 

Undeterminable. * 

A.4.a. Program Results. Authorizes 
conversion of previously approved 
positions to in-house. 

Nonmonetary. 

A.4. b. Program Results. Authorizes an 
ESC task force to determine 
allocation of funding among 
program and staff to best 
accomplish program needs. 

Undeterminable. * 

A.4.c. Program Results. Converts 
contractor positions to in-house 
when more cost-effective. 

Undeterminable. * 

*Exact amount of monetary benefits will be determined based on results of 
future ESC efforts. 
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Recommendation 
Reference Description of Benefit 

Amount and/or 
Type of Benefit 

A.5.a. Economy and Efficiency. 
Determines in-house civilian 
personnel requirements needed to 
perform mission. 

N onmonetary. 

A.5.b. Program Results. Converts 
contractor positions to organic when 
more cost-effective. 

Undeterminable. * 

A.5.c. Economy and Efficiency and 
Internal Controls. Performs a 
cost-benefit analysis and converts 
TEMS contractor slots to organic 
resources when more cost-effective. 

Funds put to better 
use of $39 million in 
FYs 1994 through 
1997 appropriations. 

A.5.d. Program Results and Internal 
Controls. Obtains legal review of 
contracted work under TEMS and 
implements internal controls when 
determined that contractor 
employees are performing personal 
services and inherently 
governmental functions. 

N onmonetary. 

A.5.e. Economy and Efficiency. Performs 
cost-benefit analyses on all 
procurements for CAAS procured 
for more than 5 years to determine 
whether organic performance would 
be more cost-effective. 

Undeterminable. * 

A.6. Internal Controls. Requires the Air 
Mobility Command to discontinue 
the use of TEMS contracts to obtain 
personal services and initiate 
disciplinary actions where 
appropriate. 

Nonmonetary. 

*Exact amount of monetary benefits will be determined based on results of 
future ESC efforts. 
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Recommendation 
Reference Description of Benefit 

Amount and/or 
Type of Benefit 

B. 1. Economy and Efficiency. Calculates 
an equitable cost adjustment under 
TEMS III contracts when 
Government-furnished facilities 
were provided, and recoups costs. 

Questioned costs of 
$7. 7 million. 

B.2. Economy and Efficiency. Amends 
TEMS IV contracts to require 
recoupment of costs when 
Government-furnished facilities are 
used by contractors. Recoups costs 
for delivery orders already issued. 

FY s 1994 through 
1997 funds put to 
better use of 
$18. 7 million. 

C.1. Internal Controls. Requires 
contracting officers to comply with 
subcontracting limitations for small 
businesses. 

Nonmonetary. 

C.2. Internal Controls. Requires 
approved invoiced costs to be 
forwarded directly to the DCMAO 
or Defense Contract Audit Agency 
for processing. 

N onmonetary. 
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Appendix E. Organizations Visited or Contacted 

Office of the Secretary of Defense 

Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and Technology, Washington, DC 
Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readiness), Washington, DC 
Comptroller of the Department of Defense, Washington, DC 
Director, DoD Contract Advisory and Assistance Services, Washington, DC 

Department of the Air Force 

Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Financial Management and Comptroller), 
Washington, DC 

Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Manpower, Reserve Affairs, Installations, and 
Environment), Washington, DC 

Directorate of Personnel, Air Force Materiel Command, Wright-Patterson Air Force 
Base, OH 

Air Force Electronic Systems Center, Hanscom Air Force Base, MA 
Area Audit Office, Air Force Audit Agency, Bedford, MA 

Defense Organizations 

Defense Contract Audit Agency, Alexandria, VA 
Defense Contract Audit Agency Regional Office, Burlington, MA 

Defense Contract Management Area Operations-Boston, MA 
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Office of the Secretary of Defense 

Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition and Technology 

Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) 

Comptroller of the Department of Defense 

Director, Defense Procurement 

Assistant to the Secretary of Defense (Public Affairs) 

Deputy Under Secretary of Defense (Environmental Security) 


Department of the Army 

Auditor General, Department of the Army 

Department of the Navy 

Auditor General, Naval Audit Service 

Department of the Air Force 

Secretary of the Air Force 
Under Secretary of the Air Force 
Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Financial Management and Comptroller) 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Budget) 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air Force (Force Support and Personnel) 
Commander, Air Force Materiel Command 
Commander, Air Mobility Command 
Commander, Air Force Electronic Systems Center 
Auditor General, Air Force Audit Agency 

Defense Organizations 

Director, Defense Contract Audit Agency 
Commander, Defense Contract Management Area Operations-Boston 
Director, Defense Logistics Agency 
Inspector General, Defense Intelligence Agency 
Inspector General, National Security Agency 
Director, Defense Logistics Studies Information Exchange 
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Non-Defense Federal Organizations 

Office of Management and Budget 

Technical Information Center, National Security and International Affairs Division, 


General Accounting Office 

Chairman and Ranking Minority Member of Each of the Following Congressional 
Committees and Subcommittees: 

Senate Committee on Appropriations 
Senate Subcommittee on Defense, Committee on Appropriations 
Senate Committee on Armed Services 
Senate Committee on Governmental Affairs 
House Committee on Appropriations 
House Subcommittee on Defense, Committee on Appropriations 
House Committee on Armed Services 
House Committee on Government Operations 
House Subcommittee on Legislation and National Security, Committee on 

Government Operations 
Senator David Pryor, U.S. Senate 
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Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and 
Readiness) Comments 

THE UNDER SECRETA.AY OF DEFENSE 

4000 DEFENSI!: ,.ENTAGON 


W"'SHINGTON, DC 20:50,-4000 
• 
. : 

ME:-.lORANDUM FOR DIRECl-OR CO'NTRJ\C'T M ANACJEMilNT, 00010 

SUBJE(.I.': Draft Audit Rcpl•rt on Pmcurem~nl of Supporl Services by the Air Force 
fi.l<~Lmnic SysLerns C'.cn!CC, Hanscom Ai.I r'{)fCC Base {ProjecL No 2CH-3003) 

The rc.fcrcnccd draft audit ccport identifies polCnl.inl finandal !\llvingil If oontracl.Cd 
iK.1ivilies were performed by organic Defense labor instead orcontract lnoor In suppon of 
lhc· Air Force Electronic Systems Center. ·111e report then rccomru.cnds Defense-wide 
accou11ting anu pmceduraJ changes. 

l disagree w:ich Lhc dr~l"l recommendation thllt would rcquiic thc Department to 
undcnakc a major study Lo a.<1Certain the \'llluc of organic labor instl'.ad of c.:u11Lruct lahm 
Long !'I.anding Dul.> p11licy dkl&lc..s that tll<" n..~pan.mrmr i;hall nn! he in competition with 
the! priva11~ sccLnr, and that government employees will be ~'d only wh.."t'c ncCCAAary. 

'!be draCt recommendation also has implications for labor accounting across 
Deren.<.e nnd throughout the public sect.or. Tmplernentlltion would involve issues other 
lhan inhcrcnlly manpowe.r-relll.led consiclcrations; for example, U>e DefeMe Department 
would be fCllUircd to coUect and report civilian employment informal.inn in private 
industry. Thi~ amount.~ to govcmm(:flt intcrt'crcnce in priv-.lle Industry. 

~ Dt!pnrtrnem is currently undergoing a major reililclinn in its maJm force 
prognnns, rni.~~ion.~. and workklads. Use of conrructnr suppon allows DoD managers the 
llt~xihility ll.1 accommodate worl:.load variuJ.ions while acliic\ing Defense mis.~fon.-; and 
t:omplying with manduted manptiwcr rcduclion.~. 

Trecommend that you change the draft repon to elirulnat.c the requirement for lhc 
sLudy ol contrnct labor. 
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Comptroller of the Department of Defense 
Comments 

OFFICE. OF TH£ COMP'f'ROLL£R OF TH£ D£PARTM£NT OF DEFENSE 

WASHINClTON. DC 20301·1100 

APR I 9 199A 
(Program/Budget) 

MEMORANDUM FOR OFFICE OF THE INSPECTOR GENERAL, DOD 

SUBJECT: 	 Audit Report on Procurement of Support Services by the 
Air Force Electronic System Center, Hanscom Air Force 
Base, Massachusetts (Project No.2CH-3003) 

This is in response to Recommendation 2 of Finding A. 
Managers within the Department are given total flexibility to 
determine how their programs are executed. Neither the DoD 
Comptroller nor the ASD (Personnel ' Readiness) restrict how 
Components allocate their personnel resources. Although DoD 
Components are given end strength and workyear targets, they can 
allocate their personnel resources as required in order to 
achieve the greatest cost efficiency. 

Since the Components already have the necessary flexibility 
to allocate personnel resources no Comptroller action is 
required. 

..-,. . 
/ .,,,-- ' 

./~../{. .~ .j. - <>~ • 
ohn A. Fliru( 

D.t'rector for Operations 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE 
WASHINGTON DC ~ 

\§JI' 
Of"FICC OF TllE A9Sl9TA."O" SECRETARY 2 0 APR 1114 

MEMORANDUM FOR ASSISTANT INSPECTOR. GENERAL FOR AUDITING 
OPPICE OP 11lE INSPECrOR GBNERAL 
DF.PARTMF.NT OF DF.FENSF.. 

FROM: SAFIAQ 

1060 Air Force. Pentagon 

Washington, OC 203'30· l 060 


SUBJECT: Draft Report ()ll the Audit or Procurement of Suppon Services by the Air 
Force EJectroolcs Systems Center, Hanscom Air Fo:rce Base. 
Massachusetts, February 18,1994, Project No. 2CH-3003 
INFORMATION MF.MORANDUM 

1bi6 is in reply IO your memorandum for Assistant SecreWy of the Air Force 
(Financial Manaiement and Comptroller) requestina comments oo the findings and 
recommendations made in the sub~ report. 

'The draft report, in our view, shoulrl not be released 1111 a final report in its present 
form. 1be audit findings relate to perceivecl int.cm.al coot.rul weaknesses imd impropcc use 
or contractor personnel. We take e~ption to lhis perception which appears to be based 
on a few isolated i.Dcldences. 

We al'IO take iwJe with the recomme00.tioll8 which 111ould require adju.stment of 
competitively awarded contracas and provide no monetary benefit to the aovemment. 

Although we do not necessarily di.ugree with recommendati0ll8 directed toward 
conversion of contract support personnel to organic positions, we arc unable at this time 
10 comply wilh these reque.sts due to the mandated end-strength ceilings. 

Our specific comments are attached. We appreciate the opportunity to provide 
comments on the drai't report. and we cncou.rasc your reconalderalion ofits conclusions. 

1 Asch 
CommcnLci 

... 
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AIR FORCF.. COMMENTS 
ON 

DOD IC DRAln' REPORT ON Tllli AUDIT 

OF 


PROCt:REMENT OF SUPPORT Sl!.RVJCKS BY THE .i\ TR F(>RCE 

m.ECTRONJCS SYSTEMS Cl!.N'l'l!!R, IL\NSCOM AIR FORCE BASE, 


MASSACin:sri::rrs 

PROJltCT N(). .2CH·3003 


FJNDING A; A~qublliu11 ol 'fechnkal Eni:IDffrlng and M•nagement Support 
Serviu!s 

RECOMMENDATION 3. The Under Se4.'feLD.ty of the Air Force cwlhori:.r.e Lhe Air 
Force Ek.ctrnnic Syi;tcms Cenler, J\i.r Fore.? Mutcri11l Command. lll: 

a. Lift I.he suspeni;ion 111 UlC Illcclronic Systems Center to allow tbc conver&ir>n nf 
lhc remaining po.c;ttioo.~ to organk rcst,urccs as initially amhorizcd undt~T lhc AC\.juisiliou 
Workforce Manugellll!nt Inililtlivc Tt~~L 

NON (~ONC\JR 

The Acquisition Wodd'o1c~ Man11gemen1 Jniliativc Test aL'iO known as "Coral 
Convert" wai1 8.flprovc<l hy lhc Assi.sta111 Secrel.llry ot the Air force (Acquisilinn) 
(SAF/AQ). not the Under .~C~UIJ) ufl11e Air F<lrce. Rcctimmcnd lhis finding be 
11d<lrcsscd tcJ lhe A.<;sii;1.4I1t Secretary and not lh<.l Unc.ler Secrelllry. 

We 11gruc wilh tht' 11udil and believe that completion of lhc Cor.d Convert Ll".~I will 
ultimatt:ly prove that govemmental funcdon.<; l:an be aocomplisht'.d wilh ll"~~ cnsl by 
gt1vemm1;m1 pen;nnnd. At I.hi..\ time, SAF/AQ will not lift the Ml~~nsiun on lhc Cnral 
Cm1ve1t for lhe followiog IC8SCID. The Presitknl anu the Office of chc Scctctary of 
Dcfon..c continue to moodate end-Slrenglh ccilin~.s f1'11' the Air Force through l 998. The 
ceilings have hccn established tu meet lhe President's fi\'c year goBl of rctllicing I.he si,.e of 
lhe Government by over a quarter of a millil)n l)ersonncl. The ccilingi; :sci limi\S 1:in I.he 
number o! pcmmnnd ln he employed hy the Air Fom,. Hirin..: tit addiliooal g1werrunc11t 
perst,nneJ, without relief from th1.1 cn<l-.tiln:ngth ceilings would Ile counter u.1 the Presidenl'!\ 
g<lal. The Air Force h~ plans w meet lhe end-strcfi!.tth ceilings currenlly imposed hy tbc 
Office of lhc ~cretary of Defense. H'uing the rcm11ining pel'Sl.mnel 11uthmi,.ed by Uic 
Acquisition Workr'orce Ma11agement Initiative Test wo11l<l gl".nernre u reducliun in frircc 
for ca1.:h new govfillll'DCnl ewployct' hi~d. 

b. Convene a ca.'>t force made up uf manpower, acqui.'lition. and 1.:omptrullcr 
perscmnel to dcu:m1inc how to bcsl ullocate decrea..<;ed tun<linl among sudf und pTl)g.ra.m 
need.~ to hcst accomplish pro~lfil ni::ec.ls. Make appmprlatc funding ndjustnwnts in lhe 
budget. 
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C:ONCllR. 

An Excculive Group consisting ur Gcner.i.I Officen; ropreliCnting lhe operntionul 
customers. BC4ui~ition comruunily. munp<1wer re.'IOurcc 11Uoc~lion and !he comptroller has 
Ileen formed and is currenlly meeting in support tif tJ'I: FY 96-01 POM. The Executive 
Grnup is reviewing acquisition programi; Wld de.\leloping rccomm~ndalinn!< In either "k..:cp 
or .kill" programs. Thit; Exel·ulive. Gmup will dtw.~lop ra:nmm1mdalion.<> for the moKt 
s..~nior Air l"'nrce lt!ucleri.hip for the alhx:atiou of scarct" re8'>Ur(;e.<; in thc..<;c arcru;, Once 
finali7cd, ilntl H(l[lrtwt.d hy Air Force leadership, lhe bud.get will be adjn~tcd. 

c. Convert contractor posiliunl!O to organic poi;itioru; when ii ii; dclermined Lu I~ 

murc C1)~<ffcclive. 

CONCUR IN PART 

If relief is granted fwm the r.:nd-~ngth ceilings discussed in (11) abow. wt! w1111hl 
aggre~<;ivcly conven additional conLruclor puRition.'i 10 in-house posilions when'~ it ha'\ 
pmvcn m be more cust cffeclive ff n~licl' i~ granted from the end-strength ceilings levied 
hy lhc Office of th"' ~creltlry of Dcfc:.ni;c, formal c<>.~t comparisons w(luld be pcrfonncd to 
subi;tantiate the co~ ll11ving!\ ol convc!'llion prior to any addilional posilil)ll!\ being 
npprnvcd for converi;ion fmm cnnln1l:ll•r resuurce,~ lo orgnnk resources. 

RECOMMENDATION 4. 'I he Commander, Air Force Elcctronk Sylilt~im: Cenier, Air 
Force Material O.>mmam.l: 

a. Detenuinc DoD <..iviltin fX.'TiiC.innel rc4uiremen L~ neetled lo sati~fy mission 
requireme.nt<> 

CONCUR IN PART 

This dctcnnimttion is alr.-.a1ly m!Wc annually through tho ESC Rcsourc.:c 
Management Coum.il (R."1C) 11clivilics. The RMC addres.IJC.q the total manpower 
re4uirement, and thm the appropriatr.: mix of organic, FFRDC, and contra<.:l•>r tiUppun 
The ocxl cyck~ will be l'ompleted hy tile end of the first quarter lll' FY 95. 

The audit failed to ~cogoizc rhe efforts already being undertaken in the name nf 
co~t-effectivencss to reduce overall rclianct: upon TEMS. Au ESC worlr-luad i;u"'ey was 
cnndoctetl in FY 91 prior to the TEMS IV prucu1eme11L Thii; survey idcnt.il1cd a 
r~uiremcnl for S,000 l11l:>or years or effort for FY 93-97. The Program Start Review 
hlcmificd the altt:mat.ivellO which were con.~idcrcd a.~ a means •>f .sw..isfyin& this requirement. 
One llf the 11l~malivc.~ comidcn:d o!K~ Congr~vnll11U1thori;,.nlion lo hire additional 
oriinnic rei10L1rccs if co.'lt comparisons indicuted u.<>e of organic resources would be.: lc.s~ 
costly. However, this was nol a viuble option becau~ of the mandate w downsi;,e DOD 
civilinn and military staff. Membcri; ur lhl! HSC U.ei;oun~e MD.ll4jlcmcnt Coum..il ~pcnl 

2 

Final Report 
Reference 

Revised and 
Renumbered 
Recommen
dation A.5. 

http:requireme.nt


Department of the Air Force Comments 

61 


!lllrnolantlal lime explaining the !:!SC rlan to reduce coritracted support by S% per ycur. nnd 
how such a n::ducliun ha.<, hccn achicwd in ca.ch of the previous four ycun;. The 1::.sc 18 
committed to reduce rclh1nce upon ·1 bMS. Hov.'Cvcr. lhi~ would certainly not prcclud1i a 
pnrticular program offil'"e fn)nt receiving an incrcai;cdtlllolment In any given year, 
dependent upon its miAAion rcquiromc111i;. 

At lhe pmgrrun office level, the audit seems 10 buvc mi~!>e.tl smru~. J~rWll'Jll 
Information. l'OT ex11111Jllt!'.• on pag~ 13, 1hc audil allegl"..~ thal pmgram oflkcs "did not 
allempl to ohlain organic !\~.sources... " In lhll c.a.~ or Ioint STARS. this lopic wa.~ 
c.liscu:w::d with the PI!O on numerous occasinm. and was brought In the ESC RCRourcc 
Management CllUm.:il for decisions. Records IU'C avllilablc lo indicnle the~ actions. 

b. <."'onwrl contrac1or positions to organic (l<lSitiun~ when it is dctemtim\d lo be 
more cnst-effective. 

CONCUR IN PART 

Rc.alizing that C'~)st-cm.,.;Livenl"..'i.' b. hut 1mc ur SC\ll:1al factor5 to be considered, 
ESC' Sl<111ds l<:'.ady to prclt:t'~l wilh conv~rilions when given proper aulh•>ril)' 

Given a su1:ce..--sful Cllnclu.'linn to the CORAL CONVERT initiative, a lifting of 
ban ieri; b ret]uircd, At a minimum, thii; include.~ H hiring free:r~ exemfllion, relief from 
hish-gradc ro.~trictions. and authority I.A> use pmi:n.un fund~ for civilian pay. 

c. Pcrfonn a Ctl81-henefit analysis on alljub CilU\gorics identified under the eight 
lc.chnical engineerinB and management support conltacl>l. and cunw.rt conlrai:tor pc.1si tion~ 
\ii in-h•>U.~ when determined to Ix: morn cost-cfl~clive. 

CONCUR IN PART 

ESC will pcrfomt a <:oM-bcncfit unaly.~s nn all jnh catcgoric.o; identified und~ir Liu.~ 
eight TEMS contracts This will include a comparis.111 ofTE:V1S cost by laborcaicgory t~1 
1.hc co111 for an cquivnlcm orgunic rcsmm.:c. lliey will perform thc.sc Wlalysci; as part of 
thciI 11nnuaI rn anpower review/I, However, if it is determined to more cost-effective lo 
<:onvi;:rt the pu!>iti<in!'. to in-house. ESC' d<><.ii; not h<1.vc the aulhority to proceed with the 
i:onversiuns unlil the banieri; suncd in (bl abt>ve are lifted, 

d. ONai.n a le.gal review tll rnccu ()nic Systrms <..~n1e1 program offices bm•cll on 
actual work pe.rfom1cd to wrify thul c.:1mtn1ctnrempluyccs arc not pcrtorming personal 
sc1vicol~S or inherently <11w~mml'Tlltil function~. and eliminate such perfurm11J1cc whi.."Tt the 
rc·vicw identifies lhal suc.:b t'unclil)ns arc hcing ~rformoo. 

CO.,...CUR TN PART 

TISC 11lready hM a weU-dt>fincd system, dc!;igncd to preclude the perfonnoncc of 
persnnal services or inherently Governmental run«lion~. Rej!ulatory rcquircmcnis i>uch ai; 
F.SDR 26-1 emphMizc.~ the c11nccp1s of pc.m;onal service.~ nnd Inherently govcmmcnt<1l 
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functions. 1EMS coTJtrac~ Ills•' cmphallir.c th11t work must he performed consistent wilh 
contcact terms llJld wod 1mncmcnt. Addilionnlly, acroptablc 1ind UTJacceptallle ro!cs and 
t>ehavior11 of Government and contrnctor personnel ;in: t;U'e$Sed Ulrough FAE ffun1:tional 
Arell Evaluator} training and contractor mccting1». 

We believe the exlslencc of pcri;onal J;Crvices at ESC has been imu."<.'UTlll~ly 
portrayed. On page 14, the 11.utlil implie.q that "lhouaands or houn1" were obtained for the 
purpose of pcrfonning per~onaJ sccvkcs. Thii> i:s nol tmly 11 di.~tt>rtio11. hut totally 
unsupporU:d hy Liu: ral:L~. The: audit runher clumlctcri1cs TEMS cmploye.::~ as equating to 
1.1rH.11nk. um.I ev1m slalci> that TE.MS conm1clor arc " ... often supcrvi!iC:d by org!JJ1ic 
msoun;e.~." We strongly disagree wilh I.his a.<. well. 

The test for P<'n;1mal scrvicc.q is essentially whether I.be eharact.cristics ur an 
employer-employe1.~ rclation&hip exiF.L The DOD lG shuuld be scmrilive 10 U1e fact that 
use of tbc lcnn "empli~y· drives one ro the legal ctNlc.:lu..;inn lh!tt pcr.;orutl scrvic.:ci; an: 
involved. The dr.t.fl audir ropon st1m11> that the Jnilll STARS Oft'icc of Manufacl11ring 
Quality "employs• 12 persons. six ot' which are t·unlrac:tor employees. Givt".n tlie u...e nr 
such loaded lanl!Ull8C, iL it( nol surp1isi11g lllat the DOD TO finds pmhlems wilh ui;c of 
manpow~r 8Uppt1rt. If lhosc six individual~ .nre actunlly employoo hy lhc Joint STARS 
pmgrmn office. lhc conclusion would be inellt:npablc thAl those inilividua.I.~ were rendering 
~si.mal scrYiccs. The contractor employee..~ arc not •employed" by lhc JninL ST/\KS 
program office. This use of lhc wrrn "employee" and .several like references tht11ugbout 
tbc dmft rcpt)TL should be revi!ll!d to e.liminacc the us.' of i;uc.:h luaded language. 

'Ille draft report lilatcs Iba! lhc pt:rfunnnnce of many tai;ki; have charac.:leri'<lics of 
personal services. lbc repcm cites three examples which each ad<ln.:~'> four uf Uie !(ix 
descriptive clemcnts which 1-'AR TI 104 (<l) proviclcs at; a guide in ussessi11g whether or 
not 11 contra(.;L is pc:rs..mal in n.awre 'Whik. the meeting ol lht\~ tTiLt:.ria could re.suit in a 
de~rminaLilm tlutl the 8c.rvic:cs were pc.tSnnal, it may nnL Hnwcvcr, FAR 37.104 (C)(2) 
sl.llte.<;: "The spomdic Ulll\uthnrizcd .!mpcrvi~ion or 11nly t)nc of a large number uf t:1.in\rac.:1m 
employees might roai;om1bly be: coni;idered not relevant." Three CXllmpl.:s nut nf over 
three hundred delivery or<lcn; dc.>e.1> noL nppcar 10 he mati.'llically rclcv1m l. 

With respect lo inherently g<>vemmental tunclion11, the audit fails tcJ distingui1:h 
between lhe llCtu~ perfunnance CUld the potential of JX"formins lheilcl fu.nctfons. The 
01-W P()licy Letter 92-1 di~tinguis~ bt:Lween ai.:tivilies which arc <:·lcllrly gowmmentlll, 
and olJlcrs which may he similur becau~ of chc w11y the <:cmtracwr pc:rfonni> lhe cm1trac.t, 
or lhc manner in which the Oovemment lldmini.~tcrs contrncll.1r pcrfurmance. 

While many uf Uie acti\•itic~ pcrfonnctl by TT'.YIS conlr1K·Lnrs ure in ,<;up1x111 of 
~ovenuuentw functiuns. ru>nr. of the tasks perfom'le<l UJ\dcr the TEMS contracts 11re 
inherently governmental. ~SC hus 111kcn numerous steps under our TEMS ct1n1racL<; to 
develop pmci;:duro:ti le) avoid contracting nut for inhc1c11tly govo:mmental iiervices and to 

iru;uu: this vii.Ill .separation. These procctlurcs iDiCludc: curefully reviewing and structuring 
support co11trncl requirement<;; training govcmmcnL adJl\inistrators to ensure that IDMS 
personnel perform to the slat1.1d cc>nlr.1cl requirements; and implcmcntlng program reviews 
to moniwr spec iric t:1.intr.ictnr perfonnance. Thc.sc proc.:cdun.$ arc in ('lace and provide 
pmdent con1rot.s for Tl::MS conll'IK.'ting at ESC 41nd help insure lh11t iohc.rc.nl.ly 
govemmentnl functions continue 10 bc.1 proix1rly ~rfom1ed by govciluncnt pcisonnr.I. 
While we cannot he ahsohncly sure tha1 all our prc~dmt'-" work all the lime, we arc 
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conllcknf lhut uuT 11.rptoach Is !lOUnd. w~ 11gn:c that manpower .suppurl t.·ontraclll~ may 
not peTfnnn inherently governmental runcliun.<i. It is. however. 1tdvu.n1Ageou11 and 
neccs~ary to use m anpnweT i1upron contracts tn a.ssisl Ille Oovccnml'.nt in p¢unnin,g ils. 
inhcmntly governmental functions. This is Urie JW'C>per applicntion 111" .support service.~. 

The draft report indicates lhnl contractor employees arc deiennining user 
nlquirements ac the Intc1\igcrn:c Data Handling Systems Program Office. This is dearly 
not the case. The contrac1or employ~-c..~ mcrcly 11.~~ist the Government with lhe 
requiremenl~ dc1emiinati11n pmc.:ess. "11tc. Guvcmmcnt p1ogram m111U18eT is Alwayi; the 
final authtlrity l)n r,~,111iremtmL~ co11ti1111ation with th!! u..~r; lhi.s is !.he inherently 
governmental funl:tion. 

Additionally, the drufl 11udi1 repon was critical or t.he Network Co.pahilitics 
Program Office llecau~ the contrncwr har.I pcrfnnn.ed wk.<> th11c included "idcnlilyin)! 
DOD cui.tomcr needs, writing dlilivcry 11rder.1. and reviewing and allvising tJ1e program 
man.ager whet.her or n11l 10 aprnwc Infotcl:h Development lucol'('lorated, involC\is." 
Support contractors do advise cuMtimcrs nn lhc type aclion.q (i.e .• mi.<oslon s1a1emcn~. 
funtling clot:umen.L~. etc.) which du: Gtivcmmcnt program office has esutblishctl ~ 
ncces.o;ary; however, all com.:sp<.11'1(jcnct! sent to pnle!lti.al use.rs is dcwlnJl'.lil 1m<l 1o1igned hy 
Government program managers The Gov,~romcnt pmgrnm ma~er, in conjunction with 
the ust,r. slTU1.'l11w.~ a program tn addrc.'ls the needs of the user. Preparation of delivery 
01der.s is a derical functh)n; i;uppon contrnl:lors uo nol have. the. authority to, ll!ld <lo nul, 
apprnvc delivery orders. Support contractor:; coll"'Cl dllla concerning Infoccch invoices 
amt provide !luch inlormntinn to tbc Govcmmt:nl pru,aram manager who Cli.crciscs all 
UL'Cisiun au1hority tor npprnval of invoices. All deci.~ion.ci relevant to cnsL.. ~~:hedule, and 
pcrformanw in \he progr.J.ms cited arc m11dc hy Government personnel; support 
conlroctors may raise i.~ue.'I of this natmc to lhe Oovemmenl program office for 
rc&e.llutiun, hul llie dcciJ;ion authllflly Is alway~ wiU\ Government pcrsonncl. 

The examrlcs c:ltcd in the audit report fall into the category (Appt'n\lix B, OFPP 
Poli<.:y I.di.er 1J2- I) 111' wnrk. wbicll. may app1oach inh,~n~nUy gnw.rnmenLll.I runcliort<> 
bec111.1...e nf lhc W.il)' in whic.h the conu·acror performs f.ht: cuntrai.:t or the manner in which 
guvcmmcnt administers contrm:tor performance OFPP Policy Lcucr 92-1 doci; not pn~
dctcnninc the appropriatenl.l.'i.S t1f sm:h cuntracts hut provides guidance for cvalualfon. 
prollC.'rioos 11tklitional managc~m auen1fo11 to tho tcmu; nf the contra<.:! anll lhe manner or 
pcrforrnancc. and leaves the managi:mcnt judgment L1J lhc agency. ESC has comdstcntly 
applied the guidance. and has aggrc!;sivdy impll\menied extensive managemem controls, 
which were nm rcflccled in 1hc au(lil report The report fails to demon!'t.rall: lhat ngem~y 
conll'nl of inhenmlJy gnvcmrnent.al functions i.~ not prc&11Ved al ESC 

Notwith.~tauding the int.~m;il cnntmls already in plac.e. ESC will conduct a self
in.~pection of the f)lCljll"lilll omces 11lili1.ing a Learn or hlnctional (ic., tcchni<.:111. legal, 
manpower, and contr.K:ting) pe!"l'unnel. Program office.<; will he 11dviscd or the purpose of 
lhc in.'ipCCtinn. and will be m11de llWllt\~ lhlll any improprieties will reiiUlt in loss of 
inappropriacc contnictcd suppl)rl. 
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e. Perform a cmt henefit analyi;c.~ on all procuremenlll 11r c11111.n1e1Cd advlsocy and 
au;i;islllnL'~ i;erv~ contracts 1h11t have b(o;.1n nn-suinr fc!T more lhan 5 years to dctcnnine 
whether use of organic or conlr.1c1or resources I.~ the most efficient ~11n.s c•r perfomuu1cc. 

CO"JCUR 1N PART 

ri.S<: will conduct cost-benefit aoalyscs on C AAS pmcuremenL~ U111t are 
anticipated to be on-going for more lhnn riv~ years. ·mey will take a prospective loo}.; aL 
tbci;c ccJnU acl-S or uclivel)' order!i 10 detenuine whkh could or .should be consicl~retl fur 
coovcrsion. Timing uf tbe:.e 11111tl)·f;Cs will he. pri()[ ro U;sual\1.-e or ren~.wat or<"'.AA.S 
COVllTCd cnnt.n1cl" 

?rug.ram olliciaL~ were criticiz.cd for not <lnini; Cll~t-effeclivcncs.'I analyses hcforc 
i..._~uing individual delivery order under c:xistini: cont.ractl\. Crl'lt-cftcc1hrcnc.-;i; studi1Js arc 
pcrfonm:d us pun nf !he prliceAA leading to the dcci.~ion to contrncl Ior manpnwer 
suppc>rt.. L>elivery ordem ii;.~ued under an ID/JQ contrncL arc no! stand-alone cC>ntmcts. 
ESC will nnt perform cost analyses ofon-goinii deliver>· orders 

RECOMMt:NDATION 5. Tlte CornniandeJ', Air Force Air Mobility Command, 
discontinue I.he use of personal services and technical cnginci.:ring and munagl!m~nl 
suµ11eJn ~·11mrac Lo; lo ohtain such sci~ices. 

NON CONCUR 

The audit repnn alleges that AMC used the TE.MS 111 L'Ontracl lo acquire persnnal 
~rvice.<.. We. do not helicv.i the rcforcnccd scrvi~·..:i; conslilULcd ~ma.I services. 
Dynamics Rcscll!'ch Corporation (DRC). us the prime c1K1lractor, priced the data 
i;tandardLr.;1Lion project ha.~ed cm their exL~ting company-(>wncd C11pabililics. When DRC 
st.aned working on the project. they rcnli1.cd thaLdiUa dicLionary "'Ystern n~d additional 
documc:ntation, lllld 111.sn rcali:tcd .scht".dule cnmpli11nc~ wus dependent. on nnding additional 
knowledgeable pcopk. ORC 11ci.1uired tile .st".rvkl!s 11f11 suhcontrru.:tnr who previously 
wodccd on the project aml who employed t~ reforenced snft.ware engineer bS e. consultant 
co complete the ta...:k. AMC did noL di~l <>T re41uc.st a specific imflwarc engineer DRC 
b"ughl lh~ resoul'l.:e.s, a.l no additillnlll co11t Ln lhc government, ncccs.sary to complcW their 
contractual C>bligalions. We don't hclicvc A.MC !!pccifically U!!er.I lhc n::MS Ill cont.rt1et 1.0 
ublllin a "persnnal i;ervkC.~· contract. We support AMC's use of HSC's Tl::!MS Ill contract 
tn nccompli.'lh DOV-directed modclin~ anti assist d11lll a.dn1ini..~t.ration. 

The audit report rcfors Lt1 I.he lLst: of a software engineer under the TEMS IV 
cuntra<.:l. AMC is nlll u.c;ing the TEMS IV contract for a specific 1;uflwarc engineer IL'> 
stated in I.he draft report. 

The 11udi1 1cpo11 itLso rcforcnCl~!> an alleged sbllc1menl made hy an /\MC program 
ma11agc1 concerning the importanl-e l'tf n sp.:duc sonware. en&inccr. We were unable to 
trace the source or context in which this slAICmcnt. wai; made. It I., commouly understood 
lh11l lhe cont.ril'>ulion of contract.or personnel who have expertise und i;pcc:illc experience 
on a pro_icct for i;cvcntl ycnrs save lhc ,l!OWmment lime and money because of e. significant 
learning curve for a nc:w individual However, if a program manager made such a 
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81alemen l, il 1k~i; nnt 111ea11 the services were 11cquired lhroui:\1 inappropriate methods. 
To the he:<it or our knowledge, AMC did nol n:que.~I or direct any contractor hire ur asi;iin 
a l\pt'cific softw11re engi~er. 

FINDING B; Use cK Go\•emmcnt-Fuml&hed Facilities 

RECOMMEJ'lo"DATlON 1. The Commantler, Air Fon:~ l:!lectrook Sy&lCnlS C'.c111cr, Air 
Force !\111tcri11I Cummand calcuhite U1J ~.tjuitahlc adjuMmcnt under the five TF.MS 111 
conlracl~ for Cinv~mmr.nl-furni.~hed faciliti.:.~ and recoup cosLS from CcJnt.rl!Clors where. 
Government-furnished facilities were pro\•kkd. 

NONCO:SCUR 

The. Tl:iMS Ill contmcl was awan.Jo.,(l through an intensely competitive stlu.rce 
selection in which ofil:r01s wem in~lruCte(.1 ll' make Gxed ram offers based on a cQl111calion 
mi'lt spcdllcd in Lhc RFP. The. CN1tmctors wcr.: informed 111 assum•~ th11t 20% nf h1hm 
hour.s wl•ulu ~ l'Ollocr1ted ·with the Program Oilier.~ unll hid 11ceordingly. There.fore. "on· 
site" costs were considered during nc:goli11Lions, and inherent w lhc negotiated rates arc 
reductions due Lo collocation. 

Additionally. Lhe conlracl c-ontaini; the following litatcmcnl, which ESC was 
IKlviscd by le~11I council. precludes the Govcmmcnl from rncouping any costs: "In the 
eve.nl lhal the Government r~uircs collocation nf more or less than 20'-H, of ec)Olracl 
employees performing on delivery llnk.r:,;, Olis will nnt JIT<Wide tile ~~ fru any equitable 
adj~imcnt to the price, lcrms and/or conditions nf lhe contract.· 

RECOMMl!:NDATION .2. ·111e Commandc.r, Air Force Electronic Systems Ccnu.~r. Air 
Forc:e Malerial Comm1111d amend lbc eight Tr.MS IV cnntra1,.1.s to identify prnc~dures for 
1cc11upmcnt of 011-.~itc costs when Governmen1-fumi1>hctl facilities an: prn~·ided for 
contractor u.'iC. 

NO:!'\ CONCUR 

·1 he THMS IV contract was awardci.l lhruugh an intcllliClY compclilive source 
!.e.lectfon in which offc1'<ll:S WCl'C ini>trui.:ted In make n11ed r.i.1e urcera ha..;ed on a collocati<m 
mix speciricd in t.tm Rfo'P The ('"nlrat:tors were informed to 8.'IRlllll<'· that 68% or l21bor 
hQurs would be colloeat.ed \A.ith U1e Program Offices am.I bid ac,'.ordingly. Tht-.n.~lilre.. "1111

l'>ilc" i:.osts we1c considcr,....1during m•.gmiation.~. am! inherent 111 the neg11lia1ed r.i.IC.\ arc 
reduction.<; due to collocation. We beli~ve the cC1mpctili\lencs.~ of 1his procurement 
adequately pre:iierved any henell~ that might inure to the Government vcrsUli 11mcnding lhe 
contract'!' with scparacc rates for on-site 11nd off-site activities. Any wnount gllined from 
negoliatini: o. separo.te reduction raco for Government facilities would be mnrc than offset 
hy incren.c;ed rate.~ the Govc1nmcnt would hi1vc ln negotiate wilh cnnlractnn; no longer 
driven by cornpctilivc rorres. In taddilinn, I.he CO!IC II' lhe Goveroment in time 1uul 
rcs\1urcel' required to re negutio.te 41 lnbor categories per year for five years, wilh eight 
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comractors (41 "X 5 x X = 1.640 lah\)1 intc.s) would bt: significanL To incur such costs wilh 
no bclll~fit tn the Oovcmmcn1 <aud p1orn1t>h: finuncial hlillnl would he unjus&.ifiublc. 

t'l:YPJNG C: Contract Admlnfstration 

RECOJ\.tM l::Nl>ATION 1. The Conullllndi:r, Air f.on;c Electronic Systems Ccnlcr. Air 
C'or1.-c Material Command establish inu.:mal conll'ol procedures co moniLor conll'aCLing 
offlcial!i compliance wilh Federal AL"quisilion Rcgulutiun 52.2 I9- 14, ~Limitation.-. on 
Su0conrr.1c1.ing for Smull liLL<;ine.~c;.?i>," when approving suhc11ntrac:l.l1rs 1111;mall husir1csscs 
am.I when pladng llt'li11ery 11rdc1s. 

CONCUR 

A mllllngemem control cum.:nlly cxi~~ in that U1e wnrk statement permits 
discussion nr this type of topic 111 I.hi: i;cmi-annual Prngrnm Mnn11~'Cmcnl Review» (PMR). 
Under the TEMS IV, l)ll) successor Clllll.racl, the very first PMR included this l\)pic. All 
su~4uen1 PM Rs will also i.nc1mlc this topl<.:. 

In th!! single circumsUlnet! cited unller TEMS III, an imhalancc wa.~ pcrmilll.~d In 
ocL11r so as 10 l'DSllTl' unintem1p~1J supprnt l11 uumcmus ESC progrnm otfices. Tht: 
situation dt.~vclo[)t'.d 111r.:ont.ruct11w11rd when lw11 J)Wll,Sts under t.11~ Smull llu.~ines.~ Set 
Aside portion c.:aused 11 sill month delay resulting i11 an imbalan<.:e of 11n:ic0< to ~vcral 
cont.rector~. During TEMS lil pcrfonn11n1:~. ESC wus u.lened to I.he prohlcm, am! :i 
husiucs..'I decision hud w re miuk~. HSC cnn.~idered this a problem 10r the TE:\1S 
contr.ictnr to ruslllvc sin1:\~ it ii; incumbent U]')l'n the. contractor to manage ill> own 
1mhc(lntr&:ts p10gum1. Towards Lhe lauer pan of the pc1fom1a11<.:e of TEMS 111, iL became 
evident lhaL ii was in the nest intcrei;t of the Gov<.'mmcnt w <11low contrac1nr 10 exceed 
lhis limiLalion, thus ensuring unintcrrupi..~d i>uppon tn F..SC prngrams. 

RF.COMMF.1'iOATION 2. The Comm1mlle1, Air hm:c Electronic Sy.r;tcm,, Center. Air 
f'otcc Mah:1ial (\1mrn11nd ~Labli~h procedures to require that invoi~d ..:t~Ls appmvcd hy 
furn:tio1111I urea e\·aluatnr.'I he forwarded din:r.:tly II> Ille appmpriui.i: Defen.~ Contract 
Managl!mcnl Arca Ofticc or the Dctcasc Cc>nlract Audit Agenc.y for furthet· processing 
und that cnntractnrs he excluded tmm lht\ pnx:css. 

C01'CUR (Action Completed) 

While a m11nagcmcnl ~·c.>nlrnl cummlly ~.xil>t.~. this co.nm1J has been enhanced Tht'. 
program otl1Cl':..<; now PAX a c:upy llf lh~ uppro\·~ i1111ok~ to the Administrative 
Contracting Ot'ficcr (ACC >l li>r comparison 10 the original i.nvoi.x lo be ~bmiued by I.he 
Contractor. The Failed cop)' is mari;<.:d "Nol f'or Puymc:nl" lo preclude admint...ntivc 
diflicullici;. such L'I do11Mc poymcnu;. 

Of the $772M rcfomriccd in the draft audit as heing placi:d on the ·various T(;:M S 
contract.•, neither ESC nor uny insixctnrs ha\·e found any im1mlprietics in the history of 
TEMS. An improprfoty of the type i;u~gesll!<l would amount Ill fraud, and them arc 
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crimibal and c:i\•il sta1u1e~ which address lrupniPlir al:lion.I' uf individuals. Pc1haps more 
slgnil1.;anl ii. lht: i:.oqK•ntlC 1ii1k. 1h111 11 conlra.:tnr wnul<l he <lcharred from rcccivini future 
Oovcnuucnt contracts. Finully.11..., 11chcck, one of the. re8pnn.l'ibililit:~ of the a.\.'ligncd FAE 
is to perform 11 monthJ)· compllri.o;on of I.he 1.:onlructnr's rate of labor and funds usug11. and 
report uny di~n:pancic.'I to the Conlracling Officer. 

Ncvcrthclci.s, we i;harc the i;.ame sensith-ity as the 11.udito1 wilh this tnpic, and have 
enhanced our internal contml. in spile of the fact that no abu111Cs h11'lle been noted. 
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