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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

AGENCY FOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
REGIONAL INSPECTOR GENERAL/AUDIT

UNITED STATES POSTAL ADDRESS INTEANATIONAL POSTAL ADDRESS
BOX 232 POST OFFICE BOX 30261
APO N.Y. 09675 NAIROBI, KENYA

June 30, 1989

MEMORANDUM FOR ACTING DIRECTOR, USAID/Sudan, F. E. Gilb t\

FROM: Richard C. Thabet, RIG/A/Nairobi

SUBJECT: Audit of USAID/Sudan Support to Technical Assistance
Contractors, Audit Report No, 3-650-89-16

The Office of the Regional Inspector General for Audit, Nairobi
has completed its audit c¢f USAID/Sudan support to technical
assistance contractors. Five copies of the audit report are
enclosed for your action.

The draft report was submitted to you for comment and your
comments are attached to the report,

The report contains three recommendations. Recommendation No.
1, 2 and 3 are resolved and will be closed upon receipt by this
office of evidence that shows that the cited actions are
complete. Please provide me within 30 days of any additional
actions taken to implement the recommendations.

I appreciate the cooperation and courtesy extended to my staff
during the audit,



EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

USAID/Sudan provided a significant amount of support to its
technical assistance contractors directly from in-house
resources. USAID/Sudan had a large internal capability for its
supply management, warehousing, procurement, and building and

vehicle maintenance support functions. Technical assistance
contractors received all of the above-indicated support from
USAID/Sudan, except vehicle maintenance. Technical assistance

contractors also received support directly from the Governmert
of Sudan and from a trust-funded local currency account, which
provided for vehicle and equipment maintenance, administrative
personnel salaries, office space, and supplies,

The Office of the Regional Inspector General for Audit/Nairobi
made an economy and efficiency audit of the support provided

USAID/Sudan's technical assistance contractors. The audit
objectives were to determine whether (1) the contractors
received effective and efficient supoort, (2) resources

acquired in behalf of the contractors were adequately
controlled, and (3) support costs were charged to the correct
appropriation in accordance with A.I.D. Handbook 19 provisions.

Technical assistance contractors generally received sufficient
support commensurate to their needs; however, the audit
determined that USAID/Sudan's ma:intenance activity was overly
dependent on the use of overtime, thereby adding as much as
$100,000 annually to its operating cost. Further, USAID/Sudan
and its contractors had not adequately controlled about $1.1
million of non-expendable property purchased for project
implementation, and USAID/Sudan had not charged project funds
for most services and supplies provided to project-funded
personnel,

As stated above, contractors generally received effective
support commensurate to their needs. Contractors received
adequate furnished housing that was well maintained, and were
provided with adequate office space either from the Government
of Sudan or paid from a trust-funded local currency account,
In addition, the local currency account provided each
contractor was sufficient to pay the costs of supplies and
services not provided directly by USAID/Sudan or the Government
of Sudan.

The audit disclosed three areas requiring improvement, First,
USAID/Sudan needed to improve the efficiency of its maintenance
activity so that essential services could be provided without
the extensive use of overtime, estimated to exceed requirements
by up to $100,000 annually. Second, USAID/Sudan needed to
install improved controls over project funded non-expendable
property valued at about $1.1 million. Third, WUSAID/Sudan
needed to charge project funds for the significant cost of
identifiable support provided project-funded personnel,

(i)



A.I.D. Handbook 26 required that overtime be held to a minimum
and authorized in advance whenever possible. Further, overtime
was to be approved only as an emergency measure to avoid
serious backlogs of regular work or to meet an emergency.
USAID/Sudan, however, used regularly scheduled overtime
extensively and routinely. This occurred because USAID/Sudan
condoned its use as a salary supplement and did not exercise
effective control over its use. As a result, oberating costs
of these maintenance activities exceeded requirements by up to
$100,000 annually. This report recommends that USAID/Sudan
place appropriate controls over the use of overtime, and take
actions to increase the efficiency of its maintenance activity
so that 1its workload can be accomplished without oxtensive
overtime,

Contractors were required to establish and maintain property
control systems and submit annual verification reports to
USAID/Sudan. However, two of four contractors visited had not
established adequate control procedures over non-expendable
property, This occurred because neither USAID/Sidan nor its
technical assistance contractors were aware of their respective
responsibilities. As a result, A.I.D. financed property valued
at about $1.1 million was not accounted for properly, thereby
creating an increased risk of 1loss of the property. This
report recommends that USAID/Sudan require that its contractors
install contractually mandated controls over project-funded
non-expendable property, including submission of annual
verification reports,

A.I.D. Handbook 19 stated that support costs were to be charged
to projects to the extent they could be identified and
segregated. USAID/Sudan, however, had not allocated applicable
operating expenses to projects, This occurred because
USAID/Sudan had not introduced a system to provide a basis for
allocating contractor's support costs. As a result, the
operating expenses appropriation was bearing large costs
properly attributable to program appropriations. This report
recommends that USAID/Sudan install a system to properly
allocate contractor-support costs to program appropriations.

(ii)
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AUDIT OF USAID/SUDAN
SUPPORT TO TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE CONTRACTORS

PART I - INTRODUCTION

A. Background

USAID/Sudan provided a significant amount of support to 1its
technical assistance contractors directly from its own
resources. USAID/Sudan had a large internal capability for its
ceupply management, warehousing, procurement, and building and

vehicle maintenance support functions. Technical assistance
contractors received all of the above-indicated support from
USAID/Sudan, except vehicle maintenance. Technical assistance

contractors also received support directly from the Government
of sudan (GOS) and from a trust-funded local currency account,
which provided for vehicle and equipment maintenance,
administrative personnel salaries, office space, and supplies.

B. Audit Objectives and Scope

The Office of the Regional Inspector General for Audit/Nairobi
made an economy and efficiency audit of the support provided

USAID/Sudan's technical assistance contractors. The audit
objectives were to determine whether (1) the contractors
received effective and efficient support, (2) resources

acquired in behalf of the contractors were adequately
controlled, and (3) support costs were charged to the correct
appropriation in accordance with A.I.D. Handbook 19 provisions,

We examined support to technical assistance contractors
assigned to four USAID/Sudan projects that included most of
technical assistance contractors under contract to USAID/Sudan
(See xhibit). We reviewed procedures used by USAID/Sudan as
of January 1989 to support the contractors, as well as planned
changes in the nature of the suppcrt as definitized in a draft
USAID/Sudan mission order. We reviewed data available in the
Mission Accounting and Control System. We reviewed various
administrative files, observed warehouse procedures, and
interviewed USAID/Sudan and contractor officials., The audit
was made in January 1989 in Khartoum, Sudan.

We expanded our coverage of USAID/Sudan's maintenance activity
upon noting the extensive use of overtime by employees of the
activity, In this context, we examined the cause and
justification for the extensive use of overtime within the
activity,

Our examination of internal controls was limited to the subject
areas shown above. There were no prior audit findings relating
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to USAID/Sudan's support to technical assistance contractors.
However, a previous audit of the Sudan Agriculture Planning and
Support Project No. 650-0047 (Audit Report No. 3-650-88-20) had
reviewed mission and contractor controls over the project's
A.I.D.-financed commodities.

The audit was made in accordance with generally accepted
government auditing standards,



AUDIT OF USAID/SUDAN
SUPPORT TO TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE CONTRACTORS

PART II - RESULTS OF AUDIT

Technical assistance contractors generally received sufficient
support commensurate to their needs; however, the audit
determined that USAID/Sudan's maintenance activity was overly
dependent on the use of overtime, thereby adding as much as
$100,000 annually to its operating cost. Further, USAID/Sudan
and its contractors had not adequately controlled about $1.1
million of non-expendable property purchased for project
implementation, and USAID/Sudan had not charged project funds
for most services and supplies provided to project-funded
personnel.

As stated above, contractors aenerally received effective
support commensurate to their needs. Contractors received
adequate housing that was wel!l maintained, and were provided
with adeauzte office space either from the GOS or pa:d from o
trust-funded 1local currencv account, In addition, the 1local
currency account provided each contractor was sufficient to pay
the costs c¢f supplies and services not provided directly by
USAID/Sudan or the GOS.

The audit disclosed three areas requiring improvement. First,
USAID/Sudan reeded to improve the efficiency of its maintenance
activity so that essential services could be provided without
the excessive use of overtime, estimated to exceed reguirements
by up to $100,000 annually. Second, USAID/Sudan needed to
install improved controls over non-expendable property valued
at about 1.1 million, Third, USAID/Sudan needed to charge
project funds for the significant cost of identifiable support
provided project-funded personnel,

The report contains three recommendations directed toward (1)
changing procedures to reduce use of overtime, (2) improving
controls over project-funded non-expendable property, and (3)
introducing a system to properly allocate support costs among
appropriations,

Audit field work in 3udan was completed in January 1989, and a
preliminary draft report was iscued on February 27, 1989,



A. Findings and Recommendations

1. USAID/Sudan Used Overtime Excessively in Operating TIts
Maintenance Activity

A.I.D. Handbook 26 required that overtime be held to a minimum
and authorized in advance whenever possible. Further, overtime
was to be approved only as an emergency measure to avoid
serious backlogs of regular work or to meet an emergency.
USAID/Sudan, however, used regularly scheduled overtime
extensively and routinelv., This occurred because USAID/Sudan
condoned :ts use as a salarv supplement and d:d not exercise
effective control over its use. As a result, operating costs
of these maintenance activities exceeded requirements by up to
$100,000 annuallv.

-

Recommendation to. 1

We recommend that USATD/Sudan:

a. establish controls cver the use of overtime by its foreign
national and third-couttry national emplovees, which
require that overtime be approved in advance by the
management official respunsible for work performance, and

b. take measurec as necessary to improve the efficiency of
the ma:intenance activity so that the reguired maintenance
can be accomplished without extensive use of overtime.

Discussion

A.I.D. Handbook 26 stated that overtime should be held to a
minimum, and whenever possible, be authorized in advance prior
to its performance, Regularly scheduled overtime was to be
authorized by headquarters, AID Handbook 31 stated that
overtime work for foreicn national employees was to be approved
only on an emergency basis to avoid serious backlogs of regular
WOork or tn meet some temporary crisis., Its use was to be kept
to a minimum except when needed to protect life or government
property,

USAID/Sudan had an internal maintenance activity, referred to
as the Buildina Maintenance Office (BMO), to maintain its
vehicles, offices and leased residences. The BMO had a staff
of 106 emplovees, 69 of whom were directlv concerned with the
maintenance activities indicated above (the remair ng 37
employ=es mainly ran the motor pool). As of late 1988, the 69
employees were maintaining 5 office or storage “Huildings, 48



leased residences and 50 vehicles. The duties of the 69
maintenance employees were as follows:

Maintenance Number of
Activity Employees
Housing General 33
Vehicle 12
Electrical 7
Preventative 6
Generator 3
Air Conditioner 3
Main Office 5
Total 69

The maintenance activity used regularly scheduled overtime
extensively and routinely. As discussed below, the maintenance
personnel workec about 4,240 hours of overtime monthly, of
which much may have been unnecessarv. Moreover, overtime was
worked on a regularly-scheduled basis, without orior approval
by USAID/Sudan's management staff.

- Vehicle Maintenance - The 12 employees maintaining the
Mission's fleet of 50 vehicles worked an average of 74.2 hours
of regular time and 15,4 hours of overtime every 2 weeks, or
about 400 hours per month. Nespite this extensive use of
overtime, the vehicle maintenance activity appeared
inefficient, as monthly reports showed that only about 41
percent of its available time was productively charged to
maintenance activities. Considering that relatively little of
the employee's time was spent productively, the amount of
overtime charged was excessive. USAID/Sudan stated, however,
that its reports understated the activities actual
productivity, as the productive time of 4 of the 12 employees -
vehicie foreman, vehicle file clerk, tire repairman and car
cleaner - were not included in the monthly report.

- Building Maintenance - Employees assigned to the building
maintenance section also incurred extensive overtime. For the
year ending July 31, 1988, the section averaged about 3,840
hours of overtime monthly, compared with 6,870 hours of regular
time, Such extensive wuse of overtime by the building
maintenance activity appeared unnecessary, as follows.

- The building maintenance activity was inherently
inefficient, The activity was located in an industrial area in
North Khartoum, whereas most of the work was about 30 minutes
away 1in Khartoum, All employees reported to the maintenance
site, from where they had to Dbe taken to their work



assignment, The maintenance process was cumbersome as
repetitive trips were often needed for pre-inspection, work
completion and post-inspection. USAID/Sudan needed to evaluate
ways of streamlining the maintenance activity to prevent wasted
effort, and thereby improve the maintenance activities overall
efficiency. 1In response to a preliminary draft of this report,
USAID/Sudan stated that North Khartoum was the best location
for its BMO activity, and that it had recently taken action to
streamline building maintenance operations,

- USAID/Sudan imposed few controls over the use of overtime,
thereby creating an atmosphere where work could expand to
accommodate the actual amount of work on hang. USAID/Sudan
imposed no budaet for overtime, and imposed no workload
standards. The persons aporoving and reporting on the use of
overtime were the same individuals who were benefiting most
from it, USAID/Sudan had 57 employees wholly dedicated to
office and residence maintenance, whose workload was primarily
to maintain 48 residences., While some overtime was undoubredly
necessary to accommodate peiak requirements and emerdaencies, we
concluded tha:t much o0f the 3,840 monthly overtime hours
incurred by the building maintenance section could be avoided.

EXcessive overtime occurred because USAID/Sudan was not
concerned ahout the cost 0f the overtime and therefore condoned
its use. Overtime was paid from USAID/Sudan's trust fund
budget, which had doubled recently, thereby providing an
atmosphere of relatively abundant funding for the building
maintenance activity, with 1little incentive to reduce costs.
USAID/Sudan believed it was necessary to supplement its
maintenarce staff's salary with extensive amounts of overtime
in order to «tetain the services of certain employees.
Therefore, USAID/Sudan placed few controls over its extensive
USe on a recurrent basis, and had not taken action to reduce
overtime usage.

The effect was that the building maintenance ‘activity was
inefficiently operated, resulting in trust funds unnecessarily
being diverted from development activities. The 1988 payroll
cost of the 69 maintenance employees was about $325,000, of
which about $128,000 was for overtime. USAID/Sudan's overtime
cost 65 percent more on average than straight time; therefore,
if the $128,000 had been paid at straight-time rates, the
payment would have been about $50,400 1less. Therefore, we
believe that between $50,000 and $100,000 of the $128,000 could
be saved through more vigorous management of the maintenance
activity.



Management Comments

The Mission did not address this recommendation in their
formal response to the draft report. However, in responding to
a preliminary draft of this report, the Mission stated that new
systems to more efficiently manage maintenance activities have
been instituted. The Mission also stated that the quality of
buildings and standard of builders available in Khartoum, and
the effect of floods in August and September 1988 increased the
amount of maintenance service reguired, and requested, by
occupants, Further, the Mission had taken steps to formally
train foreign service national staff in an effort to reduce the
number of third-country rnationals and use of overtime.

Office of the Inspector Zeneral Comments

The cited actions are responsive to the recommendation. The
recommendation will be closed upon receipt by this office of
evidence that shows these actions have been taken.



2. AID-Financed Commodities Were Not Adequately Controlled

Contractors were required to establish and maintain property
control systems and submit annual verification reports to
USAID/Sudan. However, two of four contractors visited had not
established adequate control procedures over non-expendable
property. This occurred because neither USAID/Sudan nor its
technical assistance contractors were aware of their respective
responsibilities. As a result, A.I.D. financed property valued
at about $1.1 million was not accounted for properly, thereby
creating an increased risk of loss of the property.

Recommendation No. 2

We recommend that the Director, USAID/Sudan require technical
assistarce contractors to install adequate systems to control,
protect, preserve and maintain project-funded property, and
submit annual verification revorts to the Mission in the format
specif:ed by A.I.D,.

Discussion

A.I.D. Handbocx 19 and contracts with technical assistance
contractors held contractors responsible and accountable for

Government proverty, Contractors were reqguired to establish
systems to control, protect, preserve, and maintain Government
property. They were also rezuired to submit annual reports to

A.I.D., including a verification in which the contractor was to
attest that physical inventories of Government property were
taken not less frequently than annually, and that the
accountability records maintained for A.I.D.-financed property
agreed with such inventories,

The absence of adeguate control procedures at 7ISaID/Sudan over
project-£funded non-expendable property was previously reported
in A.,I.D. Inspector General Audit Report No. 3-650-88-20, July
29, 1988. This report concerned, among other subjects, control
procedures over $628,000 worth of commodities purchased by the
contractor working on the Sudan Agriculture Planning and
Statistics Project (APS). The report contained a recommendation
for USAID/Sudan to require the contractor to install an
adequate system for project-funded property and to submit
annual verification reports to the Mission. USAID/Sudan stated
that implementation of the recommendation was postponed due to
replacement of the contractor and the medical evacuation of the
follow-on contractor's chief of party.

However, despite this earlier recommendation, this audit found
that project-funded non-expendable property valued at about
$1.1 million remained inadeguately controlled. Contractors on
two of the four projects reviewed, including the newly assigned



contractor to the APS Project, had not es. - blished proper
inventory systems as required by A.I.D. Handbook 19 or their
contracts, nor had they conducted annual physical verifications
or submitted the required annual inventory reports to the

mission. In addition, neither USAID/Sudan nor the contractor
maintained inventories of commodities purchased under the
project. This situation affected all types of project-funded

non-expendable oproperty, except residential furniture and
equipment, for which controls as prescribed existed.

This situation occurred because both USAID/Sudan project
officers and technical assistance contractor personnel were
unaware of AID Handbook 19 and contractual requirements.
Consequently, USAID/Sudan did not enforce the safeguards
required for project funded commodities, and technical
assistance contractors did not comply with the relevant
provisions of the contracts,

As a result of non-compliance with AID Handbook 19 and
contractual recuirements, project funded non-expendable
property totzlling about $1.1 million was not oroperly
controlled or accounted for, thereby creating an increased risk
of loss or misappropriation of the property,

Management Comments

The Mission did not address this recommendation in their formal
response to the draft report. However, 1in responding to a
preliminary draft of this report, USAID/Sudan stated that the
required inventory reports had or were now being prepared, and
that all USAID/Sudan project managers had been reminded of
their responsibilities to monitor project-funded non-expendable
property,

Office of the Inspector General Comments

The actions cited are considered responsive to the
recommendation. The recommendation will be closed upon receipt
by this office of the latest inventory reports submitted to the
Mission by the contractors.

-10-



3. UsaibD/Sudan Was Not Charging Contractor Support Costs to
Projects

A.I.D. Handbook 19 stated that support costs were to be charged
to projects to the extent they could be identified and
segregated. USAID/Sudan, however, had not allocated applicable

operating expenses to projects. This occurred because
USAID/Sudan had not introduced a system to orovide a basis for
allocating <contractor's support costs, As a result, the

operating expenses appropriation was Dbearing large costs
properly attributable to program appropriations,

Recommendatior. No. 3

We recommend that the Director, US2aIdD/Sudan introduce a system
to allocate identifiable support costs provided onroject-funded
contractors and consultants to program appropriations. The
system shodld maintain intecrity between dollar and local
currency funded operating expenses, and maintain records to
show that allocat:ions agree with actual workload grxrerience,

Discussion

A.I.D. Handbook 19 stated that established criteria should be
strictly followed in distinguishing between operating expenses
and program-funded costs and that contractual support costs
were to be charged to projects to the extent they could be
identified and segregated.

USAID/Sudan provided a wide variety of services to
contractors. The most extensive of these related to the
contractors' leased residences, Although some of the costs,
such as rent, guard services, and furnishings were chargecd to
the projects, many of the costs were not. For wexample,
USAID/Sudan did not breakout its large re ovation and
maintenance costs among its users, or charge projects for the
contractors' procurement support, property manadement, and
movement of equipment., It also did not charge for the cost of
most materials and supplies provided the contractors.

USAID/Sudan was aware of the need to charge projects for the
contractor's support costs, but had not yet implemented
appropriate action. The mission had done some internal
evaluation of the problem, and had prepared a draft mission
order that awaited implementation as of January 1989, The
draft mission order, however, did not provide gquidance on
allocating the cost of support services to users. USAID/Sudan
had an internal system to determine the number of direct labor
hours and materials used on an individual work order, but did
not use the information compiled by the system. Further, it
had no basis for computing the cost of a standard labor hour or
an applicable labor rate,

-11-



Regional Financial Management Center officials in Nairobi, in
discussing the implementation of A.I.D. Handbook 19, stressed
the importance of having an allocation base in determining the
amount of charges, and keeping records showing that the

allocation agrees with actual experience, USAID/Sudan,
however, had not vyet completed procedures to allocate
appropriate contractors support costs to program

appropriations, or to maintain appropriate records for making
such allocations in the future.

Because UsSaID/Sudan had not oproperly allocated costs, the
amounts charged the operating expense and program expenses
appropriations in the past were distorted. About a fifth of
the supported personael were project-funded; accordingly, about
20 percent of the large support capability maintained by
USAID/Sudan for residential maintenance shoild have been
charged to projecte, USAID/5Sudan did not keep records in a
form to determine the dollar impact of not charcing proijects
appropriate for support oprovided oproject-funded personnel,
However, based upon this audic's analvysis of overtime incurred
by the maintenance activitv, this cost for non-dollar funded

personne! alone iIs several hundred thousand dollars, and
significant add:itional <costs were incurred for materials,
equipment and dollar-funded vpersonnel,. These costs were

originally funded from the operating expenses account, both in
Sudanese vounds and U.S. dollars.

USAID/Sucan, therefore, needed to introduce a system to charge
these supvoort costs correctly., The system used must identify
the total amcunt of support costs, and establish a method to
prorate total cost among the various users, while maintaining
integrity between dollar and 1local currency expenses. In
respondina to a preliminary draft of the report, USAID/Sudan
stated that It was developing a cost accounting system
appropriate to the needs as identified above,

Management Comments

In response to the draft report, USAID/Sudan stated that a
Mission Order regarding Mission support to projects had been
issued. The Mission also stated that it was in the process of
establishing an appropriate cost accounting system per
Recommendation No, 3,

Office of the Inspector General Comments

The cited actions are responsive to the recommendation. The
recommendation will be closed upon receipt by this office of
evidence that shows these actions have been taken.

-12-



B. Compliance and Internal Control

Compliance

Finding 2 disclosed that USAID/Sudan had not required its
technical assistance contractors to implement required controls
over project-funded non-expendable property. Finding 3
reported that USAID/Sudan had not charged projects for
identifiable support costs of project-funded contractors, as
required by A.I.D., Handbook 19,

Internal Control

Finding 1 rep rted that OUSAID/Sudan did not have adequate
contrcls over overtime worked by USAID/Sudan's building
maintenance office, Findina 2 reported that USard/Sudan's
internal controls cver project funded non-expendable property
were inadequate to safequard U.S. property,

-13-
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PART III--EXHIBIT AND APPENDICES



Exhibit 1

Projects and Contractors Visited

Project Name

Agriculture Planning and Statistics
Project No. 650-0047

Energy Planninc and Management
Project No. 650-0059

Sudan Renewable Energy Project
No. 650-0041

Southern Road Maintenance and
Rehanilitation Project No.
650-0043

Contractor Name

Chemonics, Incorporated
Harza Engineering Co,
Associates in Rural

Development

Deleuw Cather
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BMO 3AS ZIRTD ONT 50ST TICINTICIAY AND PLANS TO HIZ3 0Nz
TIORI. 330 15 ALLOCATING DIZICT STORAGE AND “ATZIRIALS
COSTS AND IS3772) AW ILLJISTRATIVS ZUDFIT TO TET PROJICTS
"FOR RESIDENTIAL FUINISAINGE 44D TUUIPMENRT. TR
DEVILD®“ENT OT COSTS TR DIRETCT A%2 INDIRTIT SYPENSES
CONTINTZS 4¥D OVZR TEI ¥2IT SIX “OETIS TRE “ISSION
SEJQULD HAVZ A EANDLL OV 77% SITIATION.

3. MISSION RICIIVID PAIST +¥20M AT1D/4 CONTROLLZR
ASSTISSATNT TIAM FOR ITS NCW IXPINDABLE PROPEATY RECORDS
(NX?). TET AUDIT S305LD CITE PRIJECT FJNDZID NON
ZXPINDATLI PRTPIRTYT OV 2VMAN NU4EIAL PAST mERET LINT
TAREE AND PAGT TWINTY NIXT T) 73 LaAST LINZ.

¥.  PATZ 21C OTIZR PIATINENT MATTERS

CEZMONICS INC. SUBMITTZD ZTVIDINCZ TD USAID THAT TZ3Y H4D Inspector General's
RESIZIUTD AT QTOTIS 720M 273 POTINTIAL SOU2CLES FO3 Comments

LIA5IL ATT0MDBILIS, THE QUOTIS ¥F¥RX SZINT T9 RIG/A/N ON This item was deleted
35‘;% '7_‘,1 1399 AND T3IIS ITE¥ SYOUL, BT ILI4INATED F294 TH3 from the final report.
FUDIT RIPIRT,

S.  THZ FOLLOWING COMMINTS 233432 TYPIAS BRIVR3 I 732
DAAFT.



SMCTASSTTID YTARTOUM 026385

—1. ON PAGES FIVE LAST PARAGRAPZ THZ DATZ SHOAN SIJULD B:
FEBRUARY 27, 1989 NOT 1988,

=¢. PARZ SIX NTXT TO TET LAST LIYE S3I0ULD BE ACTIVITIES
NOT ACTIVITY.

—3. PATI NINZ LINE NIYE WORD SElULD 33 UNDERSTATZID NC©T
UNSTATED AXD LINI ELIVEY 792 ¥02) S33ILD 32 TIRE
REPAI2MAN NOT FIZE.

~4. PASZ TEN OF DRATT AUDIT STYINTS LINZ SS0ULD REZAD AND
NOT BUT., S™MITH

BT

#5985
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American Ambassador to Sudan
Mission Director, USAID/Sudan

AA/AFR
AFR/EA/SS
AFR/CONT
AA/XA
XA/PR

LEG

GC

AA/M
AA/PFM
SAA/S&T
PPC/CDIE
M/SER/MO
M/SER/EOMS
M/AAA/SER
M/SER/CM/SD/SS
REDSO/ESA
RFMC/Nairobi
1G

DIG

I1G/PPO
IG/LC
IG/ADM/C&R
AIG/I
RIG/I/N
I1G/PSA
RIG/A/C
RIG/A/D
RIG/A/M
RIG/A/S
RIG/A/T
RIG/A/W
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