>35.,« Are all reports and recommendatlons of the 1ntern1al audlt staff submltted’ T
in ull directly to the head of the agency? i : : sy
= ANl final audit reports. nd recommendatlons prepared by the Ofﬁce of Audlt s
e OST are submitted in full to the Secretary and all Assistant, Secretaries. In the - ,
admimstratlons audit reports and recommendations are generally submitted di- .
.- rectly to the respective Administrators. and. pertment ‘summaries thereof are
_periodically prepared by’ the Oﬂice of: Alldlt OST for the- Secretary and Assxst«*‘; ‘
~ant Secretaries. &
~ 36, Is the audit staff reSpons1ble to or subject. to directlon by any olcial who 1s i
‘also primarily responsible for an activity which might be audited?
N ception of FHWA, the departmental audit staffs report to oﬁicralswif'
;who are also responsible for some activities: audited, However, this arr angement o
has in no way affected the 1ndependence or objectivity of the audlts performed gt
nor has it prevented direct access to the head of the organizations where war- -
jranted ‘Within the Office of the Secretary, the audit responsibility to the Assistant .

.. Secretary for Admmlstratlon has actually enhanced the importance and recogni- E
tion of the audit functions through lns close. relatronsmp with the Secretary and S
‘-other Assistant Secretaries.. s
< 87.. Are the personnel - assrgned to the mternal audlt functmn adequatelyl’.
protected from recriminations and arbitrary personnel action that mlght Iesult, .

- from an: adverse effect of thear reports upon other agency employees" e
~Yes:
88, Are all reports and recommeudatlons of the internal audlt staff available s
: ,to the Comptroller General and to appropriate congressiOnal committees? SRR
-~ > All departmental reports and recommendations are available to representatlves Ty
uf-;’of the Comptroller General and the approprlate congressmnal committees - upon - '
. request. The GAO: further has free access to all Workpapers and other data r
! asupportmg the audit reports. : ; - , : T g

. Automatic Data Processmy ‘ A o ,
. 39. Doyou have. a central orgamzatlon in your agency W‘hlch is respons1ble for, e

: ADP management? : :

© - Yes: Under the gmdance of the Assistant Secretary for Admrmstratlon and the e

° Director of Management Systems is the Data Systems D1v1s10n Whlch has the.:, s
functional responsibility. for ADP management e T

. 40. Will you describe its functions? ' ‘ :
o Ats tunction is, broadly speaking, to prov1de revxew, development and 1eadersh1p. :
of a comprehensive. departmental data handling system covermg all ADP e
;requirements resources, applications, and standards. .~ S
. 41. Who has the responsibility for demdnng ‘whether or ‘not the use of T AT
: omputer for a particular function within your agency is justified? .. iy :
~ This is a joint responsibility. The administrators are empowered to approve[ S
gystems costing $25,000 or less as a ‘complete system ‘All others are reviewed .~
-at the secretarial level w1th approval vested m the Asslstant Secretary for;z' e
Administration, . . e
42, On*what bams is the demsmn made" Are there documented systems studws P
ailable for review in all cases? S
The decision is made on the basis of m—depth quantltatwe analysis All Stlldl( Lo
4 are‘documented and on file forreview. HL
instances in ‘which a request for a computer system was?; e
sapp LC adequate justification? SR
 Yes. We recently isapproved the purchase of a large-scale machme by one of
: our admlmstratlons because of the lack of adequate justification. i
' National Highway Safety Bureau proposed the purchase of an IBM 7094
ompute‘ for UCLA at a cost of approximately $600,000 for use in highway safety = -
“regearch. The- alleged rationale was that (1).a considerable number of programs e
of contmulng research value had. been written for this computer; (2) the relation
~of the computer to UCLA’s auto driver simulator. This proposal was rejected on -
~-the grounds that: (@) Obsolescence of the 7094 computer. (b) actmnal DOT
i ,utilizatlon would be no more than one shift. The Bureau was asked to renegotlate
© with UCLA for a contract for actual use of up to one shift and reprograming
~for a later generation computer Whlch Would be compatlble w1th DOT’s long-range i
-system planning, =~ - S
44, Assuming the use of a computer has been fully justlﬁed by a proper study .
‘are there procedures for ‘determining whether the requirement can be satisfied :
by using (sharing) equlpment already 1nstalled m your agency‘> Will-you- = -
;rdescribe the procedures? - : i




