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INSPECTOR GENERAL 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
400 ARMY NAVY DRIVE 

ARLINGTON, VlRG lNlA 22202-4704 
November 23,2005 

MEMORANDUM FOR NAVAL INSPECTOR GENERAL 
AUDITOR GENERAL, DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 

SUBJECT: Report on Potential Antideficiency Act Violations Identified During the 
Audit of the Acquisition of the Pacific Mobile Emergency Radio System 
(Report No. D2006-029) 

We are providing this report for review and comment. We considered comments 
from the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial Management and Comptroller), the 
Assistant S e c m  of the Navy (Financial Management and Comptroller), and the Army 
Communications and Electronics Command on a draft of this report when preparing the 
final report. During the audit of the acquisition of the Pacific Mobile Emergency Radio 
System (PACMERS), we identified a potential material management control weakness 
and the need for immediate action to address potential Antideficiency Act violations on 
the inappropriate use of appropriations, bona fide need for finds, and obligation of the 
Government before an appropriation was made. In the draft report, we recommended that 
the Army and Navy initiate a review of the potential violations within 10 days in 
accordance with DoD Regulation 7000.14-R, "Financial Management Regulation," 
volume 14, chapter 3.C. We will issue a second report that will discuss system 
operational requirements and whether the contracts used to acquire the system satisfied 
those requirements. 

DoD Directive 7650.3 requires that all recommendations be resolved promptly. 
The Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Financial Management and Comptroller) comments 
were partially responsive therefore; we request additional comments on 
Recommendation 1 .b and 1 .c. We request that the Assistant Secretary of the Army 
(Financial Management and Comptroller) provide comments on Recommendation 1 .b, 
1.c and 2. We request that management provide comments by December 23,2005. 

If possible, please send management comments in electronic format (Adobe 
Acrobat file only) to AudATM@dodin.mil. Copies of the management comments must 
contain the actual signature of the authorizing official. We cannot accept the I Signed I 
symbol in place of the actual signature. If you arrange to send classified comments 
electronically, they must be sent over the SECRET Internet Protocol Router Network. 

Scope. We conducted this audit h m  May 2005 to October 2005 in accordance with 
generally accepted government auditing standards. During the site visit to 
PAC'MERS-Hawaii, we identified potential Antideficiency Act violations. We limited 
the objective to determining whether there were potential Antideficiency Act violations. 
We reviewed and analyzed the Antideficiency Act, the Financial Management 
Regulation, the Master Lease Agreement for the PACMERS-Hawaii task order, Military 
Interdepartmental Purchase Requests (MIPRs), and spreadsheets created by the 
PACMERS Program Office. We interviewed personnel fiom the PACMERS Program 
Office, Offices of the Assistant Secretaries of the Army and Nav'y (Financial Management 
and Comptroller), and the Gmeral Services Administration. 

Background. The PAC= is a nontactical communications system in Hawaii and 
Alaska. PACMERS was initiated in response to the National Telecommunications and 
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Information Administration narrow banding mandate which was intended to make more 
efficient use of limited frequency.  After September 11, 2001, the mission of PACMERS 
expanded to support emergency first responders and homeland defense.  The Hawaii 
region of PACMERS used the General Services Administration’s Applications and 
Support for Widely-diverse End User Requirements (ANSWER) interagency contract.  
The General Services Administration awarded the ANSWER contract to 10 service 
providers.  Of the 10 ANSWER contract service providers, Information Systems Support, 
Inc., was awarded the PACMERS-Hawaii task order.  Program officials acquired the 
system by initiating 51 separate two- and four-year leases for infrastructure and handheld 
and mobile radios.  The PACMERS Task Order is scheduled to end in December 2005; 
according to program officials, the leases for the PACMERS-Hawaii equipment are being 
continued through contracts to be awarded by the Navy’s Fleet Industrial Supply Center.  
The PACMERS Program Office is also procuring a new system through the 
Communications and Electronics Command Base Radio System contract.  Program 
officials stated that the existing system will be kept in service until the new system is 
fully operational. 

Criteria.  The Antideficiency Act is codified in a number of sections of title 31 of the 
United States Code (U.S.C.), such as 31 U.S.C. 1341(a), 1342, 1349-1351, 1511(a), 
1512-1519.  The purpose of those statutory provisions, known collectively as the 
Antideficiency Act, is to enforce the Constitutional powers of Congress for the purpose, 
time, and amount of expenditures made by the Federal Government.  Violations of other 
laws may trigger violations of the Antideficiency Act provisions; for example, the “bona 
fide needs rule,” 31 U.S.C. 1502(a); the “purpose statute,” 31 U.S.C. 1301(a); and 
violations of various statutory spending limitations such as 10 U.S.C. 2805, “Unspecified 
Minor Construction.”  This report discusses potential violations of the Antideficiency Act 
with respect to 31 U.S.C. 1502(a), 1341(a)(1)(A), and 1341(a)(1)(B). 

 “Bona Fide Needs” Rule.  To use appropriated funds, a bona fide need 
must exist for the requirement in the year that the appropriations are available for 
obligation. Section 1502(a), title 31, U.S.C. states: 

The balance of an appropriation or fund limited for obligation to a 
definite period is available only for payment of expenses properly 
incurred during the period of availability or to complete contracts 
properly made within that period of availability and obligated 
consistent with section 1501 of this title.  However, the appropriation 
or fund is not available for expenditure for a period beyond the period 
otherwise authorized by law. 

The Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller)/Chief Financial Officer issued a 
memorandum, “Fiscal Principals and Interagency Agreements,” in September 2003.  
According to the memorandum, an interagency agreement may not be used solely to 
prevent funds from expiring or to keep them available for a requirement arising in the 
following fiscal year.  Additionally, every order under an interagency agreement must be 
based upon a legitimate, specific and adequately documented requirement representing a 
bona fide need of the year in which the order is made.  According to 10 U.S.C. 2410a, the 
Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of a Military Department may enter into a contract 
for the procurement of severable services or the lease of real or personal property that 
includes the maintenance of such property when contracted for as part of the lease 
agreement for a period that begins in one fiscal year and ends in the next fiscal year, if 



 
 

3 

the contract does not exceed 1 year.  Further, 10 U.S.C. 2410a(b) states that funds made 
available for a fiscal year may be obligated for the total amount of a severable services’ 
contract or lease entered into under the authority of 10 U.S.C. 2410a.    

 DoD Financial Management Regulation Guidance.  The DoD Financial 
Management Regulation provides policy for all DoD Components on potential violations 
of the Antideficiency Act as well as procedures for reporting violations.  According to 
the DoD Financial Management Regulation, volume 14, chapter 2, violations of the 
Antideficiency Act occur when: 

• special and recurring statutory limitations or restrictions on the 
amounts for which an appropriation or fund may be used are violated, 

• regulatory limitations on the amounts for which an appropriation or 
fund may be used are violated, or 

• obligations or expenditures of funds do not provide a bona fide need 
for the period of availability of the fund or account, and corrective 
funding is not available. 

• Annual appropriation acts define the uses of and set specific timelines 
for each appropriation.  The DoD Financial Management Regulation, 
volume 2A, chapter 1, provides guidelines on the most commonly used 
DoD appropriations for determining the correct appropriation to use 
for planning acquisitions.   

  Operations and Maintenance.  Expenses incurred in continuing 
operations and current services are funded with Operations and Maintenance 
appropriations.  The Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller)/Chief Financial Officer 
considers all modernization costs under $250,000 to be expenses, as well as one-time 
projects such as developing planning documents and conducting studies.  Operations and 
Maintenance funds are available for obligation for 1 year. 

  Procurement.  The acquisition and deployment of a complete 
system, or the modification of a system with a cost of $250,000 or more, is an investment 
and should be funded with a procurement appropriation.  Complete system cost is the 
aggregate cost of all components; for example, equipment, integration, engineering 
support, and software that are part of, and function together as, a system to meet an 
approved, documented requirement.  Modifications count only the cost of the upgrade 
(new software, hardware, and technical assistance) towards the investment threshold.  
Procurement funds are available for obligation for 3 years. 

  Capital Lease.  The DoD Financial Management Regulation 
contains guidance on determining when an equipment lease would be considered a 
capital lease because the type of lease affects the appropriation used to fund the lease.  
According to DoD Financial Management Regulation, volume 4, chapter 7, a lease is 
classified as a capital lease if any one of the following criteria is met: 

• The lease transfers ownership of the property to the lessee by the end 
of the lease term. 
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• The lease contains an option to purchase the leased property at a 
bargain price. 

• The lease term is equal to or greater than 75 percent of the estimated 
economic life of the leased property. 

• The present value of rental and other minimum lease payments equals 
or exceeds 90 percent of the fair value of the leased property. 

If at least one of these criteria is met, the lease is considered an investment and 
procurement funds should be used. 

Results.  We identified three potential violations of the Antideficiency Act.  

• Violation of the statutory limitations on the purposes for which an 
appropriation or fund may be used and obligated,  

• Expenditure of funds did not provide for a bona fide need in the period 
of availability of the fund or account and corrective funding was not 
available, and 

• Involvement of the Government in a contract or obligation for the 
payment of money before an appropriation was made. 

 Appropriation Limitations.  The PACMERS-Hawaii Program Office 
may have violated the statutory limitations on the purposes for which an appropriation 
may be used because program officials used Operations and Maintenance funding to 
obtain a system costing more than $250,000 and to finance capital leases.  Specifically, 
the life-cycle cost of the PACMERS-Hawaii leases is $15.7 million and the lease 
agreement contained an option to purchase the leased property at a bargain price.  The 
DoD Financial Management Regulation states that the acquisition and deployment of a 
complete system, the aggregate cost of all components such as equipment, integration, 
engineering support, and software, with a cost of $250,000 or more, is an investment and 
should be funded with Other Procurement Funds.  In addition, the leases used to acquire 
the PACMERS equipment contained a $1 buy-out option at the end of the lease term.  
With the buy-out option, the leases are classified as capital leases and should be funded 
with Other Procurement Funds.  Of the 7 Army and 4 Navy MIPRs submitted to the 
General Services Administration’s Information Technology Revolving Fund to obtain the 
equipment, 10 were for Operations and Maintenance funding.  Therefore, incorrect 
appropriations may have been used for PACMERS-Hawaii.  For specific MIPR 
information, see Table 1 in Appendix A. 

 Congressional Intent.  An official from the Office of the Assistant 
Secretary of the Navy for Financial Management and Comptroller identified a previous 
legal opinion which stated that if it was the intent of Congress to use Operations and 
Maintenance funds, there would be no violation of the Antideficiency Act.  The legal 
opinion was part of DoD OIG Report D-2003-082, “Joint Operation Planning and 
Execution System Funding,” which identified a potential Antideficiency Act violation 
because the program used an incorrect appropriation.  The Associate Deputy DoD 
General Counsel for Appropriations and Authorization Matters stated that he did not 
believe that an Antideficiency Act violation occurred.  According to the previous legal 
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opinion, the system’s funding was clearly identified and justified within the agency’s 
budget for the Operations and Maintenance appropriation, and the funding identified was 
appropriated by Congress and provided to the agency; therefore, there was an almost 
irrefutable presumption that the Operations and Maintenance funding for the Joint 
Operation Planning and Execution System was proper.  We believe that the previous 
legal opinion is not pertinent to PACMERS because the previous legal opinion was fact-
specific to the Defense Information System Agency’s acquisition of the Joint Operation 
Planning and Execution System.  Congress provided PACMERS Operations and 
Maintenance funding through the appropriations process.  The FY 2000 Appropriations 
Conference Report stated that PACMERS justification was based upon the theory that a 
true cost savings would be realized using a total turnkey, leased system that would negate 
Government risk associated with the maintenance, technological obsolescence, and 
capital investment of a procured system.1  However according to documents provided by 
the PACMERS Program Office, we determined that PACMERS did not conform to this 
justification because PACMERS equipment was acquired by entering into two- and 
four-year capital leases.  The capital leases did not achieve a true cost savings for the 
Government because the lease payments exceeded the purchase price of the equipment.  
In addition, we determined that the length of the handheld radio leases resulted in 
technological obsolescence because DoD was unable to upgrade PACMERS to the 
Association of Public-Safety Communications Officials Project 25 standard when 
available.  Therefore, a potential Antideficiency Act violation should be investigated 
because the acquisition of PACMERS was not properly justified to Congress for the 
intended use of the operations and maintenance appropriation.  

 Bona Fide Need.  The 51 PACMERS-Hawaii leases were funded by 
11 MIPRs submitted to the General Services Administration Information Technology 
Revolving Fund.  The General Services Administration’s Information Technology 
Revolving Fund does not require that MIPR funds match requirements obtained.  Thus, 
there is no assurance that available FY 2001 funds were used for FY 2001 requirements.  
PACMERS program officials created a spreadsheet that identified the funds for each 
lease.  We identified 13 leases that were funded with 2 MIPRs valued at $6.1 million 
from a fiscal year before the notice to proceed was given to the contractor.  For example, 
the notice to proceed for Lease No. 010303-01 was given in FY 2003, however, the 
MIPR was for Operations and Maintenance funds for FY 2001.  Therefore, there may not 
have been a bona fide need for the $6.1 million and a potential Antideficiency Act 
violation may have occurred.  See Table 2 in Appendix A for the leases that were funded 
with MIPRs from a fiscal year before the notice to proceed was given.   

 Obligation Before Appropriation. The PACMERS-Hawaii Program 
Office may have involved the Government in an obligation for payment before making 
an appropriation because the program office entered into two- and four-year leases, 
which both the program office and the General Services Administration deem to be 
nonseverable.  The overall task order for PACMERS is ending in December 2005; 
however, the leases will extend beyond the contract period of performance and will be 
continued under another contract.  According to the master lease agreement, if the 
program office were to end the leases before the end of the lease term but expend funds 
for equipment or services performing the functions which the assets were procured to 

                                                 
1 See House of Representatives Report 106-371, “Making Appropriations for the Department of Defense 

for the Fiscal Year Ending September 30, 2000, and for Other Purposes Conference Report,” October 8, 
1999. 
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perform, then the Government would be in breach of the contract.  The program office 
funded the leases with Operations and Maintenance funding (see Table 1 in Appendix A).  
Multiyear procurement is permissible only in two limited circumstances: when multiyear 
or no-year appropriations are available, at the time the contract is executed, covering the 
entire period of the government's commitment, or when permitted by specific statutory 
authority.  Therefore, a potential Antideficiency Act violation may have occurred 
because the program office obligated the Government for two and four years with one-
year money. 

Prior Related Audit Coverage.  DoD IG Report No. D-2005-096, “DoD 
Purchases Made Through the General Services Administration,” July 29, 2005, evaluated 
DoD internal control over DoD purchases made through the General Services 
Administration; specifically, whether there was a legitimate need for DoD to use General 
Services Administration, whether DoD requirements were clearly defined, and whether 
funds were properly used and tracked.  The results showed that contracting officials in 
the General Services Administration and DoD management officials did not comply with 
the Constitution, appropriations law, and the Federal Acquisition Regulation when 
making purchases through General Services Administration.  Additionally, the audit 
showed that 38 of the 75 evaluated purchases had potential Antideficiency Act violations 
or other funding violations according to DoD Regulation 7000.14, “Financial 
Management Regulations.”  

Conclusion.  PACMERS program officials intend to procure new equipment to 
replace the existing equipment.  However, the acquisition options for the PACMERS-
Hawaii equipment will be influenced by the results of the investigation of the potential 
violations.  If the PACMERS Program Office is required to procure the existing 
equipment, the pending contract action for the new system may not be necessary.  The 
contracting officer at the Communications and Electronics Command stated that the 
contract award had been postponed indefinitely until the preliminary Antideficiency Act 
investigation is completed. 

Management Comments on Results and Audit Response 

Management Comments on Bona Fide Need.  According to the Director, 
Budget Policy and Procedures Division, the Department of the Navy is not convinced 
that a potential violation of the Bona Fide Needs rule occurred.  The Director stated that 
even though the requirement to pay a lease does not occur in the same fiscal year as the 
obligation, it does not constitute an Antideficiency Act violation because it does not 
completely indicate that a bona fide need did not exist at the time of obligation.   

Audit Response.  We agree that expenditure or payment in a subsequent fiscal 
year does not automatically constitute an Antideficiency Act violation; however, 
according to the Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller)/Chief Financial Officer, every 
order under an interagency agreement must be based upon a legitimate, specific, and 
adequately documented requirement representing a bona fide need of the year in which 
the order is made.  As a result of management comments, we revised our report to 
include the date that the notice to proceed was given to the contractor.  The PACMERS 
was a time and materials, level of effort contract.  Specifically, an overall task order 
existed; however, the task order did not identify specific requirements for the equipment.  
Subsequent work orders were issued to notify the contractor to provide equipment and 
services.  These notices to proceed initiated each of the leases.  Therefore, we believe that 
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the obligation of the Government occurred when the notice to proceed was given to the 
contractor on each individual work order.   

Management Comments on Obligation Before Appropriation.  According to 
the Director, Budget Policy and Procedures Division, the Department of the Navy is not 
convinced that a potential violation of 31 U.S.C. 1341 (a)(1)(b) occurred.  The Director 
stated that when contracts are awarded, funding for the current fiscal year is normally 
cited on the contract; the fact that payment or expenditure is due 2 years later may not be 
relevant.  According to the Director, the example in the report indicates that the 
PACMERS Program Office cited FY 2001 funds on a lease where the requirement to pay 
would not occur until FY 2003.  Expenditure or payment in subsequent fiscal years does 
not constitute an Antideficiency Act violation. 

Audit Response.  We agree that expenditure or payment in subsequent fiscal 
years does not constitute an Antideficiency Act violation; however, DoD 
Regulation 7000.14, “Financial Management Regulations,” volume 14, chapter 2, states 
that an Antideficiency Act violation may occur when an obligation is authorized or 
incurred in advance of the funds being available.  As a result of management comments, 
we revised the report to include the terms of the master lease agreement.  Multiyear 
procurement is permissible only in two limited circumstances: when multiyear or no-year 
appropriations are available, at the time the contract is executed, covering the entire 
period of the government's commitment, or when permitted by specific statutory 
authority.  Because the program office entered into two-and four-year nonseverable 
leases with one year Operations and Maintenance funds, an Antideficiency Act violation 
may have occurred.   

Recommendations, Management Comments, and Audit Response   

1.  We recommend that the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial 
Management and Comptroller) and the Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Financial 
Management and Comptroller): 

a. Initiate a preliminary investigation of these potential Antideficiency 
Act violations within 10 days to determine whether a violation occurred. 

The Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial Management and 
Comptroller) Comments.  The Army provided a copy of the memorandum sent to the 
Commander, U.S. Army Pacific Command, which stated that a preliminary investigation 
is to be completed within 90 days to determine whether an Antideficiency Act violation 
occurred. 

The Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Financial Management and 
Comptroller) Comments.  The Director of the Budget Policy and Procedures Division 
concurred, stating that the appropriate organization will conduct a preliminary 
investigation of the Antideficiency Act violations.   

b. Complete the preliminary investigation in a timely manner (within 
90 days) as required by the DoD Regulation 7000.14-R “DoD Financial 
Management Regulation,” and provide the results of the preliminary investigation 
to the Office of the Inspector General. 
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The Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial Management and 
Comptroller) Comments.  According to the memorandum sent to the Commander, U.S. 
Army Pacific Command, results of the preliminary report on the alleged violation is due 
to the Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial Operations) by February 3, 
2006. 

The Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Financial Management and 
Comptroller Comments.  The Director of the Budget Policy and Procedures Division 
concurred, stating that a preliminary investigation of Antideficiency Act violations had 
been tasked to the appropriate organization. 

Audit Response.  The comments from the Army and Navy were only partially 
responsive because they did not state that the results will be provided to the Office of the 
Inspector General.  In addition, we request that the Navy provide additional comments 
with the estimated date of completion.  We request that the Army and the Navy provide 
additional comments by December 23, 2005, in response to the final report. 

c. We recommend that the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial 
Management and Comptroller) and the Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Financial 
Management and Comptroller) fund the remainder of the existing leases with the 
correct appropriations. 

The Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial Management and 
Comptroller) Comments.  The Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial Management 
and Comptroller) did not comment on this recommendation.  Therefore, we request that 
the Army provide comments by December 23, 2005, in response to the final report. 

The Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Financial Management and 
Comptroller) Comments. The Director of the Budget Policy and Procedures Division 
concurred, stating the Department of the Navy fully intends to fund the remainder of the 
Navy leases from the correct appropriation. However, in accordance with the DoD 
Financial Management Regulation, the existence of a violation will not be determined 
until the preliminary and formal Antideficiency Act investigations are completed.   

Audit Response.  Although the Navy concurred with the recommendation, the comments 
did not identify a plan of actions and milestones that will be taken to fund the remainder 
of the leases correctly.  We ask that the Navy provide additional comments by 
December 23, 2005, in response to the final report. 

2.  We recommend that the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial 
Management and Comptroller) not fund the procurement of a new Pacific Mobile 
Emergency Radio System until the investigations of all potential Antideficiency Act 
violations are completed. 

The Office of the Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial Management and 
Comptroller) Comments.  The Assistant Secretary of the Army (Financial Management 
and Comptroller) did not comment on this recommendation.  Therefore, we request that 
the Army provide comments by December 23, 2005 in response to the final report. 

Army Communications and Electronics Command (CECOM) Comments.  Although 
not required to comment, the contracting officer, Army Communications and Electronics 



Command stated that the contract award had been postponed indefinitely until the 
preliminary Antideficiency Act investigation is completed. 

We appreciate the courtesies extended to the staff. Questions should be directed to Ms. 
Jacqueline L. Wicecarver at (703) 604-9077 @SN 664-9077) or Mr. Daniel S. Battitori at 
(703) 604-9012 (DSN 664-9012). See Appendix B for the report distribution. The team 
members are listed inside the back cover. 

By direction of the Deputy Inspector General for Auditing: 

Mary L. ugdne 0 
Assistant Inspector General 

for Acquisition and Technology Management 
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Appendix A.  Military Interdepartmental 
Purchase Requests 

The following table identifies 11 MIPRs used to lease the PACMERS-Hawaii equipment. 

Table 1. MIPRs Provided to the General Services Administration for  
PACMERS-Hawaii Equipment 

Service MIPR Fiscal 
Year 

Funding 

Army MIPR1CGSA0M016 2001 2020 – Operations and Maintenance 
Army MIPR2JGSA0M085 2002 2020 – Operations and Maintenance 
Navy N6144902MPDE002 2002 1804 – Operations and Maintenance 
Army MIPR2KGSA00716 2002 2020 – Operations and Maintenance 
Navy N6144902POSA005 2002 1804 – Operations and Maintenance 
Navy N3225303MP11001 2003 1804 – Operations and Maintenance 
Army MIPR3CGSA0M023 2003 2020 – Operations and Maintenance 
Army MIPR3KGSA0M211 2003 2020 – Operations and Maintenance 
Army MIPR3FGSA0M072 2003 2020 – Operations and Maintenance 
Army MIPR4BGSA0M012 2004 2020 – Operations and Maintenance 
Navy KB2KUCAMP93020 None  4930 – Working Capital Fund 

 
The following table identifies 13 leases in which the MIPR fiscal year preceded notice to 
proceed fiscal year. 

Table 2.  Notice to Proceed and MIPR Fiscal Year 

Lease 
Number 

MIPR Program Office 
Matched with Lease 

 
MIPR Fiscal Year 

Notice to Proceed 
Month/Year (FY) 

022202-01 MIPR1CGSA0M016 2001 April 25, 2002 (FY02) 
040902-01 MIPR1CGSA0M016 2001 April 23, 2002 (FY02) 
041702-01 MIPR1CGSA0M016 2001 April 26, 2002 (FY02) 
041802-01 MIPR1CGSA0M016 2001 May 7, 2002 (FY02) 
082901-02 MIPR1CGSA0M016 2001 October 2, 2001 (FY02) 
100101-01 MIPR1CGSA0M016 2001 October 15, 2001 (FY02) 
100101-02 MIPR1CGSA0M016 2001 October 19, 2001 (FY02) 
101801-01 MIPR1CGSA0M016 2001 November 16, 2001(FY02) 
101901-01 MIPR1CGSA0M016 2001 October 31, 2001 (FY02) 
010303-01 MIPR1CGSA0M016 2001 March 1, 2003 (FY03) 
050702-03 MIPRICGSA0M016 2001 July 31, 2002 (FY02) 
052303-01 N6144902POSA005 2002 June 26, 2003 (FY03) 
010203-01 MIPRICGSA0M016 2001 No Notice to Proceed for 

this Lease. 
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Office of the Secretary of Defense 
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Congressional Committees and Subcommittees, Chairman and 
Ranking Minority Member 
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