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. .._-.Comments oo propesed revisions to cost accomting standards -
T 'f-f_:“w ml"elktl! Procurement Regulstions (FPR), - Thége pro=
S  changes are. intended to reflect recent Cost Accounting
S ' Board (CASB) promulgations, Armed Services
S Pmrmmamwszmmnmgmm
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Mrmwcmdk}pwﬁdu‘fm- m .'.' ' CAS
:u‘:meemm ISR Ualtd whic
e mtmmwdelmc cmtnet or sube"
N . contract at the time of award of the nondefense contract.

msm&tcmmawardedbymaﬁlagmcuetg ’_'__ e ]

e e mummm-mmbemn‘awcas. We
] believe that it is desirable to have uniform criteria for ex~

emptions from CAS, applicable to both civil and defense
contracts, mwitmkesmtlecemtocmpteivﬂm-
mmm&wﬁawar&dbymcbdeuem

- - ment. Further, m.;?mpﬁonormnthtimwm-ervem
decrease wniformity coasistency in cost accomnting prace

- - tices for Government contracts, We, therefore, recommend
ummmum thus retaining the reguircment
: all noncompetitive contracts over $100, 000, vuk cerhln
mmumbcasw
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Propozed FPR 1-:.1:03-:(:)(3)(1) continues the conplm
exemption from CAE of nondefenge contracts with cducationel
institutions, In GAO's Fchruary 3, 1976, report to the Admin-
istrator of GSA (PSAD 76-69B) we recommended that GS& -
make 8 detailed analysis to dotermine the desirebilityof ~ -
extending CAS rules and regulations to nondefense contracts
and grants with cducational institutions, Thbdehﬂedml-
ysis or study has not been made,

Proposed FPR 1-3. ms-ztemmw adch an uemptim for
coniracts with most nonprofit organizations, We donot concur
with this proposed revision since this, too, serves to recace
uniformity and coasistency in ccct mhg pucﬂcec tor
Goverament eontucto. '

Based oa our study, we W@_GSA rgggpl_dgr

-~ exempting significant nondefenise contracts with educational -
institutions and nonprofit qrganhattm from CASrequ!nmeau.
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