‘ 093190

UNITED STATES GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE
REGIONAL OFFICE

ROOM 7054 FEDCRAL BUILDING
300 NORTH LOS ANGELES STREET

i
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Ideutenant General Bammel €. Fhillips

Commander

Headguarters, Space and Misgile
Systems Organizoation H00

Aix Force Unit Post Office ¥

Los Angeles, California 90045

Dear General Phillips:

We have recently performed a lmited survey of the uses made of
contract fecw paid to the Aevospace Corporation, Bl Sugundo, Californda,
under the annval contract for seientific, enginceving, and technical
support of the Space and Missile Systems (ugonazation (SAMSG).

As part of ihis work, we inquired into (1) the extent to which
Department of Defense (DOD) {unds were uced o rexwbuzse Aerospace
for bid and propesal and other expenses relating to the development
of nog-DOD business, (2) the economy of continuing to lease aulomatic —
data groceselng equrpment (AUPL), (3) the working crpital impact Mofi )
regulting [rom lie accrual of lorge amounts of unused vacation oxpensoa,
and {4} the adoequacy of procedures estnblished to assure complisnce '
with the compengation limitation for olficers and enployees of Federal
contract resesrch conters (FCRC's) as imposed by Sectron 407 of Public
Law 91-121. These issues were discusged wath SAMSD officials at theo “g
conpletion of our surveyy however, we thought it would be benclicial
o summarize for you our cbeervations concerning these matters. L ) O\j

BID AND PROPOSAL AND OTHER NEW
BUSLNLAS DEVELOPVENT LRPENSES

At Aerospace, bid snd proposal-type expenses have increased sube
stontially during fiscal yeasr 1970. This primarily resulted from the
teymination of a mojor Alr Tovce prograon ond the snbooruent rensass e
vemt, of a seleet mwber of toecdimiedl pogsonned ron thes progeon to
proposal efforts involving non-DOD work aweas. Correspondence available
at Aervospace Indicated that the veassignment plan was considered
regsonable by General 0'Neill.
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The Defense Contract Audit Agency (DC8A) romident staff at Aerospuce
reported to the aduinistrative contracting officer (ACD) iIn April 1970
that bid and propossl and other new bugincss development expenses were
gstimated to be 677,000 for fiscal year 1970, or gbout $457,000 more
than contempleted by the Asvospace resssignment plan. The audit agemey
conciuded that the allowsbility of these expenses was quegtionable since
they were net necsesary for contract perfvrmance end did not have prior
epprovel except for the resssigrment plan. The ACO subsequently notie
fied DUAA that the expenses were allowable for relvbursement under the
fiecal yeny 1970 Alr Fores contract, primarily on the basis of cowparoe
tive bid and propossl exponse dota from other Defense contractors. We
have recently been advised by DOAA that sbout $626,000 was expeudwd
during 1970 for bid and proposdl-type eiforts.

Prudent sotion woe token by SMMB0 4o include an advence sgreement
tn the fleesl yepr 1971 Jetter contzact with Asroespace which placed a
$300,000 coiling on the amount of bid and propossl-type expenses
#ilorghle o the contract, Upon contract definltization, the celling
was incressed to $473,000. You woy, however, want to considex vhother
the exponditure eefling esteblished complies with the dintent of Sectioun
203 of Publie Low 91-441, the Militlory Procorement Authorization det of
197%. Soction 203 restricts the poyment of independont resvarch and
development and bid and proposal evponses unlesa a pobentizl xelellone
sidp to 2 wilitgry function or oporation can be eslsblished foxr auch
worky

We see congldereble werit in the DCAA position with respeoet to the
repsonablenesy and allocabllity of the nor-D0D related bid and propososl
wapenses. Wnile recognizing thot in March 1969, DOD officislly encouraged
sponsoxed FORC's to review the avallsble epportunities 1o provide the
necewsary help to solve eome of the country®a pressing domestic probiloms
thyvough o trimofer of Defense-doveloped techuicsl @portisze to the
eivilion sector, we have no indicetion that the Depaviment intended to
authorize the releburesment of such expenses. In view of the bid and
proposal expenge Lisitutions irmposed by Section 203 of the Procuroment
Authorization Act, we intend to explore with DOD officislas the weed fox
estublishing policy guldence with respoct to the relmbureement of Bol
Defonse relsted bid snd proposal expensea at FORC's.

Nt M N\—AB\'E

et DOCUNE



e 3 e
Ideutenant Cenerst Smmel €. Phillipe JAN 2 2 1971

ILABING OF ADEE

Aexogpace continues to lesve certaln AMPE at prices which exceed
noreal ownerghip coste. The 800 has mpproved the leasing axvengoments
on g wmusl bagis Jdue to the nonavallobility of funds within the
#ie Foree {o purchase the equipment for Aorospace,

The Avmed Bervices Procurement Repulation (ASPR) provides that
MIVE losping cogte are allowsble only up to the gmount that the cone
tractor would be slloved had the ADIE been purchased, &ince the
#ir Force contract wilh derospace excludes deprecietion as an allowable
vontract cost for relsburscment puwrposes, the company mst rely upon
the &ix Foree to purchase such capital equipment where the leasing
coate exceed vwnership costs,

ADFE lessing coste sl Aevospace amount to sbout $3 million a yemr.
Although Alx Toree correspondence at 8810 sghows that purchase of
certain ADFE would Lave been more economical, we found no indlcation
that alternate means of obtaining the equipmont wore considered such
as (1) the use of the General Services Administration ADP Fund which
was eotablighed in 1965 for uee by any Federal apency when purchase of
MATE is in the best intercat of the Governmont, but funds are not
readily available within the ageney, and {2) the vas of multiyear
installment purchase plans for ADFE in the fovm of an annuad contract
wvith venewsl options.

Opportunities still exist for savings in the aoqulsition of ADDD
at Aerogpace; occordingly, we believe that consuderation ghould be
given te altornate more econvmical means of acquiving such equipment
for hexorpace nesds.

ACCRILD VACATION LXPENSLS

Contraet funds vetuined by Aercopace for employes earned vacation
peoruals hove Ineveasoed from $4.2 million at June 50, 1968, to $4.7
miilion gt Moy 31, 1970, Fee uwiilizstion veports prepared by DUAA in
Lp2il 1969 and 1970 for ihe contraciing offzcor colled altention o
the faet that the vacation accrugl created effective working capital
witich provided Aerospace with significent omounts of interest income
from jovestmente in short~term securities ond savinge sccounis.

1

BEST DOCUMENT AVAILABLE
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We believe that during the negotiation of contract {ees, SAMGD
should consider the finmceial bepefits devived by Aerospace From the
investment of vacation pecrunl funds provided by the Covermment. Ao
s plteznative, you may went to consider the velubursement of vacge
tlon expenges when actuelly tekén by Serospoce ewployees rather than
on an gecrual basie. In thiz wmenoer, such fonds would be retalned
by the Coversmont durlng the pocerual period rather than the contractor.

SECTION 407 OF PURLIC 1AW 91.123

Our survey showed that Asrospace had esteblished adequate procoe
dures for complying with the cowensation Limitation of Section 407,
Aa you are gwere, the legislation provides that anmusl compensation
of oifficere and employecs of TCRC's ghall not exceed $45,000 from
Pedersl funds without approval of the Secrvtayy of Delense. At the
time of our survey, spprovel for payment of componmation in excoss of
the limitation had not beea obtained.

It ig the practice at Aevospace o pay compendation in excess of
46,000 from interest esrned on invested contract foes acquired priox
Yo July 1, 1969, The DCAA resddent staff hod previcusly reviewed the
estoblished procedures and found them ascceptable.

14

Wo wiaild appreciate any comments you mey wish to moke on the
isgues dlocussed in this letter. Ye would alszo be plessed to neet
and discuss these matters in furthey detal) 4€ you so desive.

Sincerely vours,

He L. KRIEGER
He L. KRIEGER N
Repionnl Mannger

bees  Associate Director, DD - H, He Rubin
Assistant Dirvector, DD - W. D. Lancicome
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T M Alex Soll ' 1
Rogional Manager N
Defonse Contract Audit Agency . T
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130 Weout Bixth Stweeet, 2nd Floop ’
Lba dngeles, Califownia DOOLT

Josr Mz, Solls ’ 1;
We have recently porformed o limited survey of the uven made
© of contract fees pald o thw lurompace Corporation, Bl Segundo, #
and The RAND Corporabion, Sanis Monicn, Celifornis. Toth of theso
companies sre T'edeval conlrect research cenbers (TCRC's) undor
Mr Torce sponsorship.
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Ay part of thle work, we inguived indo the axtont Yo which

+ Depurioont of Defense (20D funds wers usod to welubwrse ihose FORG's
for bid and proposel and olhor expeanes ralating $o the developuont ;
of none-D0D businecs; the sconomy of consinuing 4o lease autometio
data processang egaipment (ADPD) at Aarvospoce; and the adaguacy of .
procedures entablished to sosure cormlisnve wilh the compenaation P
lamivation for FORC officers and employecs as impoved by section LOT
of Publio law 91=-121, fhese iosucs have boon discussed wilbh your
Los Angeles Brench Office staff. Howover, we thought 4% would be
benolacial to shave our obsorvatiocns with FOUs

BID AND PROPOSAT, AND O Y ALABLE
TOOTNET DoVELON Ty Ry BEST DOCUMENT AV
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Ye found that at both FUNU'a, 1he Defense Contract Audilb Apenoy
< {DCALY has been zesponsable for surfacing apparoutly wnreasonnble
and nonollocable bid and propossl {ype urpenges of dovelopiugs pow
corposele buslness. XNovertheless, an each inglonce tha cogndaand
aduinistrative contracting officer (400) determined that the expenses
would be relmbursable under IOD conlrncis.

- - -

At berospron, bid and proposol plong with olher new business
developnent expenses incrensed substantinlly during fiscal yoar 1970.
This priseerdly vemulied from the dorminotion of a major Alr Porcw
progran and the subsequent reassignment of a seloed nunber of technical
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warporsisl Toom this progean do progosel elfords lnvolving non-000
work arean. Gorpempindence svalloble ab fovvepane Indionied thal
the rensedgoment plan was consideved roasoonble by the Cummsnder;

%

&ix Fonow Spaso end Miselle Syetems Orgpaizetion (S4E0).

Tovre venllont otalf at Aozogpuce reported to the ACD on Jpril 21,
1970, that bid and proporul end olber now businoss developmont exponses
were estimated to be §677,000 for fimeal yeow 1970, or aboub $h37,000
wore then conbemplated by 1he Asvospacs seans!guerat plan. The zepord
comeluded that dhe allowabilily of these expenses wos queniiomable
sines thay weve nol necessnyy fop condeset porformoncs and 414 nod
hove prlor approvel oxoupt Low the recssigment pione The ACO oubogwe
gosntly motlfied TUAA 1hat the exponues wore sllounble for roluburste
rgnt wnder the fimcel yeer 1970 Air Force conbysol primerily on ihe
besle of coumparative Bid and yroposal owrpemse dats Trom othoy defonse
contrnolovs. Ve bave resenily bein advinod hy the penldent zuditon
&?zmm'@ §626,000 wos copended during 1970 fox bid and proposal type
# e

580 included an advence agreesant in the flsosl year 1971
Lettor conbunel with Asvospece Wiilch placed a 300,000 cailing on the
eovunt of bid and propossl Yype tepennes allocable o the conbraot.
Upon contract defindtivetion, the colling was incvensed o §L25,000.

Ab the DAVD Coxpozation, theve bave Deon sirniflcoont dnowesson
in ponel0D zeloted bid end proposul expeoses over the pael vevorel
yenesda  Dor wspuple, in 196h snd 1905, thone expenses amovntoed Lo
shout 12,000 o yeor. The eupenses inoroased o §71,000 in 1066 and
$10L,000 Lo 1967. & majority of 1lw evpensos were guesiioned Ly TUAL
o unressenable and not allocable to DUD contweobn. Tor emnmple, in
1967, e audib agmey ropovted thal 10D eonlvacls 4id net geosrato
the emponses nor would thoy reosive sny beoefit Leoom this effort and
that oeloburetnent of suoh espoanos would anount do Covorvsent mubnde
dization of the cumwany's erpension inle ponePodoral areas. Tha ALO
selnsloied the 2I4 and proposal erpensss on the besis thob lhoy wers
wavgpgary o madntain the aise and qualily of the corporadte revsaroh
preduet and abnile g

On April 8, 1969, your offics rovorlod %o I0AL Hosdgunwbers tho
relngbatowent of the dlonporoved costs. It was subseguenily detornined
that po foviher achion would b deken in s fustonce oo $he 400 bed
ipued o fovmal decinlon lobiar nor would 1bo caoe be fowmarded 4o
highes BUD Jovelsn under DUAAYs meivsrtetemont xeporting procedunas,
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Muging 1968 and 1969 bid and proposal swpensos coutiousd ad
approximadely the 1967 lovel. Ducing thal time D0AA d4d noet qusolion
ths ronsonablensss o allocablility of the erpennos. The pesidend
gaditor advised ue b becoume the AU0 bhed debomained the bid snd
mropesal ozpaneos to be ressonsble end awllocalle fov 1967, ho belisved
it bopractical to question the expenses in subsequent Foors.

It doon wed eppoar that the 4000 zoinglolemont of the 19067 bid
snd proposel exponses nacessarily fowmed o precedoenl loe evalunbing
siboogoant yenr enpensot. Fovlthersore, the AL Ussdounwiers docision
aet to fake farther sotlon specificelly applied 1o the exponpes in
1967, Consequenily, we bolileve fhat 3£ the wesident suditor at DAKD
bvelieved dhe 1960 and 1969 Bid snd propomsld oxponses 10 DO URrGantge
able or nod allocable to DOD combuants, the AUG's meinotabenond of
1967 expeneon sbhould not have perecluded furiber quentlong of wuoh
SEDCNEAE

REED eobvimotes ok the 1970 sxpenses will emound 4o aboud
$300,000. Subsequent to the cowpleddion of ouwr survey, wo wore adviood
that the 400 hed boken soldon o explore wilh BAND {he powsibility of
esteblishing an advence sgreomont on the elicwbility of bid and
TROPOBLL SXDEDSOM,

Tour Lo Mngelen Dranch 0ffice Mewmapore bas advised uo {hat 4he
wepsonablensos and alloocohility of the lotest increnses in bid snd
propenal expenses ot both contemotory will b ¢losely ewamined ns pazt
ef the smmnl overhesd audita.

PR LA BEST DOCUMENT AVAILABLE

Jawwrapanoe continues to lesso cerialn APE ab ordosn which evened
nowwel ounerebidy ooote.  Dowever, D0ALA bas not guesticned the oxonua
isaan oonts duclog the annoal overbssd awdits becauss the A0 has
approved the leaming srranpesmonts on 5n anwael basiso due b0 1be nope
grpalablility of funds wathin the 84r Fovce 1o parchase the eguipment
Tor Asroupaod.

Tho Armed Services Procurement Regdotion (ASPR) provides thab
ATFE lesging costs sy allowable only vy do the anount Wad the conlrnow
4or vould be alloved hod the AW0L been purclused. Since fhe Alr Tovce
contract with Aerospocs excludos depreciaiion a8 on sllowsble contract
oot Dor relubursssont purpones, the coppany snot rely upon the
adx Foroe to punchope such caplinl equipwant where loasing conts ewcesd
mmershin contm.
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SIPE lesming costs et Asrospace smounb o about 3 milliom o
venw. Althouwgh Ale Force cowrsupondonos at BHIB0 shows that puvbase
of ceorbain ADFE would hewe beon nore soonomlonl, we fowsd no indicow
Hlon that eliexnate mesns of ovbisining the eonlpmand wore explorod,
wuch a9 (1) the use of the Conwmml Sexvicew Adwinistratics ALY Fund
vhloh was eslablizshed in 1965 for wes by any Yedeval agency when
purchase of ADPE 1o in the bent inlovent of the Covermmend, but fuuds
are not readily avedlable within the agenoy, and (2) ihe uwe of wulile
yenr Instellngnd purchane plong for AIFS in the form of an ammnl
sonteaot with ronowd optiona.

Binoo opporbmdides ¢till exist fov savings in 4he acquisition
of AIPE at Jevospnce, we beliove that DCAA ghowld toke tho necosssry
aolion to surfove the exoess loasing costs il 4%e anpwal oworboad
awdlts dn eccordance with the roguivesumts of ARPR secbion 15. Tho
lesup oomegrning lessing of AIVE at dercspace mny zequive acklon by
bighes lovels within DOD aives Yhe leasing soranresends have proviously
bogn Juatified on the basls of the wewilability of procurmens fundd.
Vo bolieve that your offics could fornish walvable apoinbsnos 10 the
sombraoting officer in exploring altornals mosy ecoscwical neong of
aogsiving MES 10 neet Awronpacs 1oeds.

Gur survey showed that Aexoopacs and RAYD hed establidhed pronem
duens Dop eomplylng with the coupeonsation limltation of suction 40T.
A% RAND, however, we found that vevisions 40 existing scooumbing
puocediren wore seeessary o avmvrs that the linitation wos vol encoodnd.

An you are svare, seotiom UOT provides that spmual cwmpensabion
of offlcora and enployoss of JURCYe shell wod eaveed Bh5,000 foom
Toderal, funds withoud approval of the Secvelary of Defense. Approval
Tow payment of compemeniion in exsess of the linilasion bhas not been
ohbeined ab either curporvation.

barozpncs haa selablished a povcedure by which comporsation in
exesnn of §45,000 is peid from interest saymed on invesled foos sequired
wrdor o July 1, 1965, We fownd it the lsrospece precticss clenrly
provided that noo-federal funde weve belns veed to pay the oumpousaliog
in exoonn of the linliation. Toor stall hed previcusly reviowed thoue
peactices and found then sconplablo.
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A% RAND, componpaiion in emoses of $55,000 wan to be paid from
feos gerned theourh non-foderal condracts. However, wo found dhad
the asoewront Teom which the oxoess wes pwdd connioted of compingled
funds frus Pedersl sod non-Follpral ocontouot sowroog. Thovelove, 4d
was nob seadily sppavent wholthwy the ewoous wew boing paid from nots
Podorsl foom an Intended. Aftey dlecussing this madbtor wilth the roge
idend suditor and RIRD officlale, selion was token to rovise acspombing
yeosedures 40 olearly identify Bwid nonePederal contreod foor wore
vesd 4o poy conmpenpation In exopes of the Jindtalion.

Wo noted that DUAL had previevely wede linlted inguivien indo 1he
Both practices for paymant of compensation over $hi,000, ut hod not
$dentified the comningling of Fedaral and non-Fodorsl fondo. Ve
eliove that o more inedepih epaminmation would heve shown the nesd Tor

o b % s

Vo would appreciate rovelving vhatever coments you may hove on
the lasues diecusmed Jn thim letbew. ITn parbiculor, your commoniso
eoncarning the avcsptance of bid and pwopossl ewponses ab ML Low
1960 and 1969 and your cureent tuouchlo with respest $o the roinburwme
mand of non-D00 zelated bid sand propoveld erwmess ob JU00%s woold Lo
ot prisory interest. In thin cupneobion, we plen 40 explove with IOD
efficlaly the neod for eslabliching policy guldonce wiih rospuct 40
the rejzbursemont of non-Jolense velated bid and proponsl expomses ab
FoHGta In view of the reguivements of weotlon 203 of Public Low 914l
Beoblon 203 neutelols poayment of such expenses wilens o potamlial
m’&i@gmg e & wlliloxy function or operotion can be enlablinhed Loy

fLion o)

Fou w0 dosing.

sed to disounss thene lssuss In forther dotall 10

Bluceraly yours,
H. L. KRIEGER
., ¥
o Lo EHIECER AN
Rogional Mansgow < \;;\\"
beet Assoclate Dirveotor, ID = H, H. Rubin @\(‘i\&

Asgaistant Divector, ID = W. D. Lincicome
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Bripgadier General John 8. Chandler
Commandeyr, Doefense Contract
Adwmanigtration Services Reglon
11099 South La Clenega Boulsvard
Los Angeles, California 90045

Dear General Chandlews

As you are saware, we have yecontly performed a limited survey
of the uses made of fecs paid to The RAND Coxporation, Santa Mouica,
Colifornia, under the Alr Torce Project BAND and other Government
contracis. Ag part of this work, we inguived into the extent to
which Deparvtment of Defense (DOD) funds weve unsed to reiwburse RAND
for bid and proposal expenses relating to non-D0D conlract areas,
and the adequacy of procedures establiched to assure complionce with
Bection 407 of Public Law 91-121 concerning compensation limitations
Lor officers and employees of Federal contract researxch centers
{ECRC'g), .

Although these issues were discussed with you and your etaff at
the completion of our work, we thought it would be uscful to swmarize
ithope cbaervatigns pertaining to contract adninistration matters.

BED AND PROPOSAL EXPENSES

Bid and proposal expenses have incressed substentially at RAND
over the past several years. The majority of these expenses, howe
gver, were incurred fox non-DOD related projects and accordingly the
benefits derived Ly the sponsoring agency in reimbuvsing these
expenses appear questionable. Since 19656 bid and proposal expenses
#t RAND have increased, as follows:

Calandar vear Bmount :
1965 $ 11,800 ﬁ;\?\\’
, . 1966 71,160 N\
1967 194,500 @C\
1968 151,700 %ﬁ;}b
1959 191,400 V)
1970 {(RAND 300,000 <§5\
estimate) s
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The substantisl incresses in 1966 and 1967 were reported by ‘the
befenge Contract Audit dgency {DUAA) 1o be unrcesonsble and not Allcw
cable to DOD contracts. Tov example, about $185,000 of bid and
proposal expenses for 1967 wore disallowed for relubuvreement on the
basis that the D contracts did not generate the wmpenses nor would
they receive any benefit from this effort. DCAL further commented
that the relvbursement of the bid and propossl expenses would awount
to Government subsidization of the compuny’s mpansion into non-
Yedersl azeas.

Upon sppoal by RARD, the admindstrative contyacting officer (ACO)
reinptlated the bid and propossl evpenses on 1he basis thot they wove
nocesgary to naintain the size end quality of the corporste rescorch v
product and staff. Since that time, 1l bid and proposel expenses
have been accepted for reivbuvsument under DOD contyacts although the
majority of such expenses hove been incurved for the purpost of
diverelfication into non-D0D ayens,

We spes considersble werit In the DUAA pusition with respect to
the reasonableness and alloeability of bid and proposal ewpenses.
bubseguent te the completion of our work, we were advized that the
ACS hae todken sction to explore with BAND the possibility of estobe
lighing an advence agremsent for bid and proposal expenses. In view
of the continued inerease in these expenses resulting from RAND'e
efforts to diversify into nonDOD sress, we believe that a contractunl
agresmont ghould be estoblished for the relwbursement of bid and
proppent smpenses gt a level consistent with the benefites ¢o be
desived by DOD contracte.

Although DOD hes recently encoursged FORC's 1o diversify thely
operationg to help svlve some of the domestic preblems facing the
Hotlon, 1t 19 not entirely ¢lear whether DOD intended to velubuyse
bid and proposal expenges vesulting from such efforts. Accordingly,
wi plan to bring this watter to the stlention of Delense offeials
for thelr conslderation in establishing policy guidance for the admire
fotration of FORC coutvacte. %This mutter is of partieulsr concern in
view of the restriction on payments of such expenses as iwponed by
Section 208 of Publie Law 91-441, the Military Procurement Authorizae
tion dct of 1971, %\% x
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SLOTION 407 OF PUDLIC LAY 90101

hs you are pwore, Section 407 provides that avmunl eompensation
of officers and esployess of FLRC's ehall not exceed $45,000 {rom
Pedorsl funds without the approval of the Secretory of Delense.
Approval for payment of compensstion in excess of the Jwmitaiion hus
not heen obtained by RAND. Accordingly, cowpensation over $45,000
wae to be paid {vom fees earned through non-Federsl contracts. A
spocial povroll account wag estoblished for this purpose. We found,
however, that the particular eccount included comningled funds from
both Pederal and none-Pederal contract sources. Therofore, It was not
readily apparent whether the excess compensation wae being pald from
nonelederal fees ms intended. Upon bringing this watter to the altone
tion of RAND and cognizont DUAA povevmel, action was taken to revige
aeegunting provedures to clearly identily that non-Federsl contract
foes were used to pay compensation over the 45,000 limitation.

A Dofense Contract Administration Sexvices Reglon compensation
syslon reviow had recently been perlormed at RAND which included a
1imited eveluation of cowplionce with Section 407 requirements, The
peview, however, did not Identify the commingling of Federsl and nione
Foderal funds weed to psy compensation in excess of the monetary
Limitation.
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We would sppreciate any comments you may wish to moke on the
famues disonssed in this letter. We would also be pleaged te meet
gnd digscuss these matievs in furthor detail 41 you se desive.

Sinceraly yours,

H., ©. KRIEGER
. 5, ARIECER

Reglional Honoger \\&\g\,
bee: Associate Director, DD - H. H, Rubin N \K I
Assistant Director, DD -~ W, D. Lincicome \"{%}
' Q{i}é\






