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DEPARTMENT OF TIV\NSl'ORT/\TION 

Memorandum Serious drought. 

Help Sa ve Water! 

To: 	 RIHUI ZHANG Ontc: August 17, 2015 
Division Chief 
Local Assistance File: P1590-0399 
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i' C~ ' 
From: 	 MARSUE MORRILL, CPA''\''('., 

Chief, External Audits-Local Governments 
Audits and Investigations 

Su~ject: 	 AUDIT REPORT - INDIRECT COST RATE PROPOSAL- CITY OF LOS ANGELES, 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 

At the request of the Caltrans, Audits and Investigations (A&l), the State Controller's Office C .1.PRG 
(SCO) conducted an audit of the City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation's (City) 
indirect cost rate proposal (ICRP) for fiscal year (FY) 2010/11 to determine whether the ICRP is 
presented in accordance with Title 2 Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) Part 225 . The audit 
report is attached. 

Based on audit work performed by the SCO, we determined the City 's ICRP is presented in 
accordance with Title 2 CFR Part 225 . The approved indirect cost rates are as follows: 

C .1 .PRG 

Rate Ty11e Fiscal Year Rate* Applicable To 

Final 
Final 
Final 
Final 

FY 10/11 

FY 10/1 l 
FY 10/l 1 
FY 10/11 

10.37% 
22.83% 

41.31 % 6. 

22.25% 6. 

Department Administration* 

Compensated Time Off* 
Fringe benefits** 
Central Services* ''' 

ISS. 1 

* 	 Base: Total Direct Salari es and Wages 
Base: Total Direct Salaries & Wages plus Compensated Time Off 
Approved by the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 

If you have any quest ions, contact Alice Lee, Audit Manager, at (916) 323-7953. 

Attachment 

..Provide a safe. s11stai11able. integrated and efnr:ie11/ lra11sportaiion sys1e111 
la e11ha11ce Cal{fnmia seco1w111y and livability" 
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BETTY T. YEE 

I California State Controller 

June 29, 2015 

Marsue Morrill, Chief 

External Audits-Local Governments 

Audits and Investigations, MS 2 

California Department of Transportation 

1304 0 Street, Suite 200, MS 2 

Sacramento, CA 95814 


Dear Ms. Morrill: 

The State Controller's Office (SCO) audited the indirect cost rate proposal (ICRP) of the City of 
Los Angeles, Department of Transportation. The audit period included the ICRP for fiscal year 
(FY) 2010-11. The city proposed the following indirect cost rates for FY 2010-11: 

• Department Administration Support, 10.37% 

l • Compensation Time Off, 22.83% 

• Fringe Benefits, 41.31% 

• Central Services, 22.25% 

See Schedules la through ld for detailed calculation of indirect cost rates. 

The purpose of the audit was to determine whether the ICRP was presented in accordance with 
Title 2, Code ofFederal Regulations, Part 225, Appendix A-F, and the California Department of 
Transportation's (Caltrans) Local Program Procedures 04-10. The city's management is 
responsible for fair presentation of the ICRP. 

We determined that the city's accounting system appears adequate to properly capture costs and 
that the project costs were allowable, reasonable, and in compliance with applicable federal and 
state Jaws and regulations, and the fiscal provisions stipulated in the contract. In addition, 
payments to contractor were made in a timely manner, were in accordance with contract 
provisions, and were properly approved by Caltrans contract officers. Our audit did not disclose 
any reportable conditions. 



Marsue Morrill, Chief -2-	 June 29, 2015 

If you have any questions, please contact Andrew Finlayson, Chief, State Agency Audits Bureau, 
at (9 JG) 324-6310. 

Si1#i~~// 
&FREY V. BROWNFIELD, CPA 

Chief, Division of Audits 

JVB/ls 

cc: 	Andrew Finlayson, Chief, State Agency Audits Bureau 

Division of Audits, State Controller's Office 


Michael Mock, Manager 

Division of Audits, State Controller's Office 
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Ci1y ofLos Angeles Indirect Cost Rare Proposal 

Audit Report 
Summary 

Background 

The State Controller's Office (SCO) audited lhe indirect rnsl rale proposal 
(ICRP) of the City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation. The 
audit period included JCRP fo r fiscal year (FY) 2010-1 1. The city 
proposed the fo llowing indirect cosL rntes for FY 2010-11: 

• Department Administration Support, 10.37% 

• Compensation Time Off, 22.83% 

• Fringe Benefits, 41.31 % 

• Central Services, 22.25% 

The purpose of the audit was to determine whether the ICRP was presented 
in accordance with Tille 2, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 225 
(2 CFR 225), Appendix A-F, and the California Department of 
Transportation's (Callrans) Local Program Procedures (LPP) 04-10. The 
city's management is responsible for fair presentation of the ICRP. 

We determined tha t the city's accounting system appears adequate to 
properly capture costs and that the project costs were allowable, 
reasonable, and in compl iance with applicable federal and slate laws and 
regulations, and the fiscal provisions stipulated in the contract. ln addition, 
payments to contractor were made in a timely manner, were in accordance 
with contract provisions, and were properly approved by Caltrans contract 
officers. Our audit did not disclose any reportable conditions. 

The City of Los Angeles is a Mayor-Council-Commission form of 
government, as originally adopted by voters of the City of Los Angeles, 
effective July 1, 1925 and reaffirmed by a new Charter effective July 1, 
2000. A Mayor, City Controller, and City Attorney arc elected by City 
residents every four years. Fifteen City Council members representing 
fi fteen districts are elected by the people for four-year terms, for a 
maximum or two terms. Members of Commissions are generally 
appointed by the Mayor, subject to the approval of the City Council. 
General Managers of the various City departments are also appointed hy 
the Mayor, subject to confirmation by the City Council. Most employees 
of the City are subject to the civil service provisions of the City Charter. 

The City of Los Angeles, Depa rtment of Transportation (LADOT) leads 
transportation planning, design, construction, maintenance, and operations 
in the City of Los Angeles. LADOT works together and partners with other 
agencies to provide safe, accessible transportation services and 
infrastructure in the city and the region. 



City ofLos Angeles 	 Indirect Cost Umc l'ropo.ml 

Objectives, Scope, 
and Methodology 

The audit was pcrfonm:d by the SCO on behalf or Cal!rans (Audit Request 
No. P 1590-0399). The au thorit y to co nclu cl this aud it is given by: 

• 	 Interagcncy /\gn.:ement No. 77A0044, dated June 1, 2014 between 1hc 
SCO and Calt rans, which provides that the SCO will perform audits of 
proposed ICRPs submi tted lo Callrans from local government agencies 
to ensure compliance with 2 CFR 225 (formerly Office of Management 
and J3uclgel Circular A-87) and LPP 04-10. 

• 	 Government Code section 12410, which states, "The Controller shall 
superintend the fi scal concerns of the state. The Controller shall audit 
all claims against the slate and may audit the disbursement of any 
money, for correctness, legal ity, and for sufficient provisions of law for 
payment." 

The scope of the audit was limi ted lo the select financial and compliance 
activities. The audit consisted of recalculating the ICRP and making 
inquiries of department personnel. The audit also included tests of 
individual accou nts in the general ledger and supporting documentation to 
assess allowability, allocability, and reasonableness of costs and an 
assessment of the internal control system related to the ICRP for FY 2010­
11. Changes lo the financial management system subsequent to FY 2010­
11 were not tested and, accordingly, ou r conclusion does not pertain to 
changes arising after this fiscal year. 

We conducted this performance audit in accordance with the generally 
accepted government auditing sta ndards. Those standards req uire that we 
plan and perform the audit to obta in sufficient , appropriate evidence to 
provide a reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on our 
audit objectives. We believe that the evidence obtained provides a 
reasonable basis for our findings and conclusions based on our audit 
objectives. 

Our audit was conducted to determine whether (1) the city' s ICRP was 
presented in compliance with the cost principles prescribed in 2 CFR 225; 
(2) the ICRP was in compliance with the requirements for ICRP 
preparation and application identified in the Caltrans LPP 04-10; (3) and 
accounting system is accumulating and segregating reasonable, allowable, 
and allocable costs. 

To achieve our audit objectives, we performed the following audit 
procedures: 

• 	 Reviewed the agency's prior audits reports; 

• 	 Reviewed the agency's written policies and procedures relat in g to 
accou nti ng systems, procurement , and project/contract management ; 

• 	 Interviewed employees, completed the internal control questionnaire, 
and perfo rmed a system walk-through in order to gain an 
understanding of the agency's internal controls, accounting systems, 
timekeeping and payro ll systems, procurement anti billing processes; 

http:l'ropo.ml
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City ofLos A11ge/es 	 /11direct Cost Rate Proposal 

Conclusion 

Views of 
Responsible 
Officials 

• 	 Performed limited test of controls on a haphazard sample of 
transactions to eonfirm and va li date existing documen ted processes 
<J ncl procedures; 

• 	 Tested project costs accou nting systems; 

• 	 Tested indirect costs and direct costs bases hy validating amou nts 
claimed to supporting evidential matter; and 

• 	 Testt:d the ICAP calculation by ensuring only allowable costs were 
included within the rate. 

We did not audit the City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation's 
fina ncial statements. We limited our audit scope to planning and 
performi ng audit proced ures necessary to obtain reasonable assurance that 
the proposed ICRP was in accordance with the 2 CFR 225 and LPP 04-10. 
In addition to developing appropriate auditing procedures, our review or 
internal control was limited to gaining an understandi ng of the transaction 
fl ow, accounting system, and applicable controls to determine the 
depa1tment's ability to accumulate and segregate reasonable, allowable, 
and allocable indirect and direct costs. 

We determined that the City of Los Angeles, Department of 
Transportation's accounting system appears adequate lo capture costs and 
that the project costs were allowable, reasona ble, and in compliance wit h 
applicable federal and stale laws and regulations and the fi scal provisions 
as stipulated by the contract. In addition, payments lo con tractor were 
made in a timely manner, arc in accordance with contract provisions, and 
are properly approved by Caltrans contract officers. Our aud it determined 
the rates to be as fo llows: 

• 	 Department Administration Support, 10.37% 

• 	 Compensation Time Off, 22.83<J() 

• 	 Fringe Benefit s, 41.31 % 

• 	 Central Services, 22.25% 

We cliseussetl our audit results with the city's representative during an exit 
conference conducted via email on May 18, 2015. Bernie Apolonia, Fiscal 
Systems Specialists, agreed with the audit results. Mr. Apolonia declined 
a draft aud it report and agreed that we could issue the aud it report as final. 
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Cily of' f ,os Angeles bulir1x1 Cos/ Rate l'roposal 

Res tricted UseI. This report is so lely fo r the information and use of the City of Los Angeles, 
Department of Transporrn tion; the Califo rn i;1 Department or 
Transportation; and the SCO. It is not intenclctl to be and should not be 
used hy anyo11L· other than these speci[iL·d panics. This restriction is ::ot 
intended to limit dis tr ibution of this report , which is a maller of public 
record. · 

rfkc8:~ 
JEFFREY Y. BROWNFIELD, CPA 
Chi ef, Division of Audits 

June 29, 2015 



City ofLos Angeles /111/irec:1 Cos1 Raw Proposal 

Schedule l­
Sum1nary of Proposed and Audited Rates 


July 1, 2010, through June 30, 2011 


Rate Type Pro~osecl Rate l\ucli ted Rate Difference Reference 

Department Administration Support 10.37% '10.37% 0% Schedule la 
Co mpensation Time Off 22.83% 22.83 % 0% Schedule lb 
Fringe Benefits* 41.31 % 41.31 % 0% Schedule le 
Central Services* 22.25% 22.25 % 0% Schedule l ei 

' Rates were approved by Lhe U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 



I City of/ ,os Angeles /11tlirec1Cos! Rate Proposal 

I Schedule la­
Sumn1ary of ICRP Costs 


City of Los Angeles, Department of Transportation 

Department Administration Support Rate 


Fiscal Year 2010Mll 


Direct Cost: 
Direct Salaries and Benefits $ 

Proposed Ra te 

100,704,547 $ 

Audited Ra te 

I 00,704 ,54 7 

Difference 

I ndirec t Cos ts: 

Salaries aml Wages 

Fringe Benefits 
Centra l Services 

Ovenime 

Printing and Bindling 

Travel 
Construction Expe nse 

Contractual Expense 

Field Equipment Expense 
Investigations 

Transporta tion 

Util.itics Expense Private Comp 

Paint and Sign Maintenance 

Signal Supplies and Repairs 

Uniforms 

Office and Administrative 

Opera ting supplies 

Indirect Cost Carryforward 

9,002,337 

3,718,865 

2,003,020 
77,626 

5,427 

82,580 

417,086 

( 4,859,749) 

9,002,337 

3,718,865 

2,003,020 
77,626 

5,427 

82,.580 

4 17,086 

( 4,859,749) 

Totnl Indirec t C ost $ 10,447,192 $ l0,447,192 

Total Direct Cos ts 

I ndirect Cost Rate 
$ 100,704,547.00 

10.37% 

$ 100,704,547.00 

10.37% 
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City ofLos Angeles /11direc1 Cost Uate Proposal 

Schedule lb­

} Sum1nary of ICRP Costs 
City of Los Angeles, Departn1ent of Transportation 

Compensation Time Off Rate 
Fiscal Year 2010-11 

CTO 11ase 

Desni121ion A mou nt Paid Audit Ad justment Allow able Cost Sa~t r}'. C rO Amount 

Hours Worked at Adjusted Rate s 1,830,662.51 s s 1,830,662.51 s 1,830,662. 51 

l3crenvcmcnl Leave $ 125,850.23 s s 125,850.23 $ s l 2.'i,850.23 

C ivic Duty Court Appearance s 51.40 s s 5 1.'10 s s 51.40 

Catastrophic Tumc Used By Civil ~rn s 1,659.60 5 s 1,659.60 s s 1,659.60 

Deployment Service s 43,'i06.48 s s 43,'ill6.48 s s 43,506.48 

P'lo.11ing l!ol~lay $ 575,145.54 5 s 575,145.54 s s 575,145.54 

r:umily Illness s 586,910.30 s s 58(i,910.30 s s 586,lJL0.30 

Holiday s 4,618, 118.93 s s 4,618, 118.93 s s 4,618,118.93 

Hours Worked s 77,790,935.27 5 5 77,790,935. 27 s 77,790,935.27 s 
Injury on Duty s 1,386,186.89 s s 1,386,186. 89 s s 1,386,386.89 

Jury Duty s 2 15,7CXJ.75 s s 2 15,7<XJ.75 s s 2 15,7!Xl.75 

Light Duty 5 367,190.02 s s 367,190.02 s s 367,190.02 

Leave wity Pay s 30,652.2.1 s s 30,652.23 s s 30,652.23 

M ilitary Le ave s 58,743. 15 s s 58,743. 15 s s 58,743.15 

Personal Leave s 77,494.47 $ s 77,494.47 s s 77,494.47 
P reventive Medicine s 100,928.43 s s I 00,928.43 s s 100,928.43 

Sick I-lours at 100% s 2,876,34 1.8 l s s 2,876,34 1.8 1 s s 2,876,341.81 
Sick Hours at 75% s 476,601.29 s s 476,601.29 s s 471l,60 1.29 
Accum11~11cd Overtime Off a t 150% s 195,685.45 s s 195,685.45 s s 
/\ccu111u~11ecl Ove rtime Off a t 100% s $ s s s 
I lours Worked w ith Uonus s 1,91l3,0lJ9.03 s s 1,903,099.03 s 1,903,099 .03 s 
Union Relc<1sc Time s 6,168.<XJ s s 6,168.00 s s 6,168.00 
Vat:ation s 7,062216.46 s s 7,062,516.46 s s 7,062,516.4(> 

S l<X J ~130,348.2'1 s s 100,330,348. 24 s8 l .'i24 ,6%.81 s 18,609,965.98 

Total C l'O Amoun l s 18,609,96.'i. 98 

Tota l CTO 13asc Salary 

l ndirec l Cost Ra te 

s 81,524,696.81 

I 22.83%1 



City ofLos Angeles Indirect Cost Rate Proposal 

Schedule lc­

Sum1nary of ICRP Costs 


City of Los Angeles, Departn1ent of Transportation 

Fringe Benefit Rate 

Fiscal Year 2010-11 


Indirect Costs 

Applicable to Audit Transportation lmlircct 

Cost Pool Transportation Adjustment A llowable Cost Sa Luics Base Cost Ra tes 

Retirement (Civilians) $ 2.1, 158,782.00 $ $ 23,158,782.00 $ 9 1,023,952.00 25.44% 

Flex Benefit Program s 11 ,6 15,643.00 $ $ 11 ,615,643.00 $ 106,374,329.00 10.92% 

Employee Assis tance s 26,Cl97.00 $ $ 26,097.00 $ 106,374,329.00 0.02% 

O rdinance Life Insurance $ 6,238.00 $ s 6,238.00 $ J06,374r129.0() 0.0 1% 

Medica re s 1,390,218. 00 $ $ 1,390,2 18.00 s 109,706,883.00 1.27% 
Union Sponsored 13cnefits $ 365,373.00 $ s 365,373.00 s 106,374,329.00 0 .34% 
Unused Sick/Vacation Payout s 576,927.00 $ s 576,927.00 s I 06,374,329.00 0.54% 
Unemployme nt Claims $ 73,926.00 $ $ 73,926.00 $ 109,706,883.00 0.07% 
Workers Compensation $ 4,620,7'14.00 $ $ 4,620,714.00 $ 109,706,883.00 4.21% 
Carry Forward (Negative) $ p ,608,867.00) $ $ (l,608,867.00) s 106,374,329.00 -1.51% 

Tola ls s 40,225.051. 00 $ 40,225,051 .00 ~ 



City uj' l .0.1· Angeles lndirec:t Cost Rntc Proposal 

Schedule ld­

Sum1nary of ICRP Costs 


City of I_Jos Angeles, Department of T'ransportation 

Central Services Rate 

Fiscal Year·2010-11 


I ndire<: l Costs 

Applicable to Audil Transportation Indirect 

Cosl Pool Trnnsponation Ad j u.~tmcni A Uowa llle Cost Salaries 13ase Cost Rates 

nuuikling Lc<1ses S 2,983/.oJ.lKJ s s 2.983,603.00 s 109,706,883.00 2.72% 

Building Deprnc•11ion s 692,061.00 s S 692,0lil.OO S 109,706,883.CKI O.li3% 

Communica1io1t~ Leosc s 741,253.00 s s 741,253.00 S IO<J,706,883.CXI 0.611% 

Cmnpuccr Assets Depreciation s 37,904.00 s s 37,9114.00 s 109,706,883.00 (1.03% 

f;quipmcnl Use A Uowancc s 27,444.(KI s s 27,441.00 s 109,706,883.00 0.03% 

Gns s G0.860.00 s s 60,860.00 S 109,7116,881.CIO 0.06% 

General Cil Purposes S 7 I ,(XJ8.CKI s s 71,008.00 S 109,706,883.lXl 0 .06% 

Insurance s 3,074.00 s S 3,074.UO s 109.706,883.00 0.00% 

Lial>~ily Claims s s S 109,706,!!HlXJ 0.00% 

Petroleum Producls s li57,087.00 s s 657,087.00 S l09,70Ci,883.lXI 0.60% 

Vehicle Depreciation s 5.110,570.00 s s s.1JO.no.no s 109,706 ,883.00 4.84% 

Water and Electr icily :s 661 .197.()(J s s 661,397.00 s I09,706,883.00 0.60% 

Emergency Operali•lll' l!d s 31,601.00 s s 31,601.00 S 109,706,883.IXJ 0.03% 

CAO: Budgel S 140,26UKJ s s 140,261.00 s l 09,706,883.00 0. 13% 

C'/10: Employee Relations s 83,453.00 s s 83,453.00 s 109,701\,881.00 0.08% 

CAO: General Suppon s 252,703.lHl s s 252,70.\00 S I09,706,883.lXJ 0 .23% 

CAO: Mgml & l'o liq• Analyst' s 325,47 1.00 s s 325,•171.11(1 $ IOIJ,7U6,88JOO 0.3(J'f~ 

CAO: Municipa I Ft1t·iii1"-:~ S 22.0IW.OU s s 22.08'1.00 S JO'J,706 ,883.(KJ 0.02% 

A'nY: Civil Lial>./Wrk Comp s 2,047,1 90.00 s s 2,(147,190.00 S 10'1,7UG,8S3.00 1.87% 
,\.11'Y: Employee Reahions S 124 ,598.(KJ s s I 24,'i98.00 S 109,70C1,8!>3.!KI 0.11% 
1\ T l'Y: l..;1ml Use s 311.723.0ll s S ~K,723.00 $ I 09,706,8K3.(KI 0.04'* 
Cily Clerk: Council & l'uh Svcs S 14,&'l l.t"KI $ s 14,881.00 s 109.706.883.(l(J 0.0 1% 

Cily Clerk: Records Mgml S 36,217.CKI s s J(i.217.00 S ICJ<J,706,K83.CXI (L03% 

City Elhics Conunl<sion s 23,()(>4.00 s s 23,064.00 s JO<J,706,883.00 0.02% 
Conlroller: l';i y;ible S 284,1!\.l.OO s S 284,38'1.CKl S 109,706,883.<XI 0.26% 
Conlrollcr: 13udgel/Gcn Acc1 s 169,079.00 s s 16'1,1171).00 s 109,706,883.00 0 . 15% 

Conlrollcr: CAI' s 5,120.()() s s s.120.00 s 109,706,883.00 (J.00% 

Conlmllcr: r MIS s (8,63().(XJ) s s (8.630.00) S 109,706,883.lXI -(J.01% 

Conlrollcr : lnlernal Audit S 226,IJ:U.OO s s 22(1,'153.00 s 109,706,883.00 0.2 1% 

Conl miler: Payroll'Fl,ca ISys s 2s2.s1s.m s s 282.'75.00 S 109,706,8113. IXJ 0 .26% 
Comrolle r: Single Audil S 1 li,'il\O. <XJ s S 1<isr~1 .oo s 109,706,1183.00 0.02% 
Controller: Workers Comp S 1\13.lXI s s 193.00 S I09,706,883.1Kl Cl.CXJ% 
Erner Prep Cily Dept Coard S 30,894.IXJ s s 30,894.00 S I09,706,883.(Kl 0.03% 
Employee Rehuion.< Board s 32,282.00 s s 32,282.00 s 109,706,883.(l(J ().()3% 

Envirn Affairs: Coord DepLs S 16.111 UK! s S H\,38 1.llll s 109,706,883.()(J 0.01% 

l'inancc : Cilywidc Collec1io1ls s 55,19 1.00 s s 55,19 1.00 s 109,706,883.!XI 0.05% 

GSD: Asse1M gm1/l.casg/RcalEst s 146,905.<Xl s s l 4(1,905.00 S J09,706,S83.lXI 0. 13% 

GSD: Building Services s 2,299,842.00 s s 2,29'1,842.00 S 109,706,883.!Xl 2.10% 
GSD: Cons1ruc1ion D ivision S 50,373.!Kl s s 50,373.00 S 109,706,883.!Xl 0.05% 
GSD: l'lccl Services s 6,412,722.00 s s 6,412,722.00 s 109,706,883.00 5.85% 
GSD: Mail & Messenger s 84,414.00 s s 84,4 14.00 s 109,70(1,883.!XI 0.08% 
GSD: Parking Servi<:cs S c\3.~l~UXI s s 63,5(14.00 s 109,706,883.00 0.06% 
GSD: Supply Services s 3,562,581.()() s S 3.~62.581.CXJ S 109,706,883.CX l 3.2S% 
ITA : IT Services s s s 109,706,883.00 0.()()% 

ITJ\ : Com1nunkitli.Jn:, Div. s 1,793,733.lXl s $ 1,793,733.IXJ S 109,706,88.HXJ 1.64% 
ITA: Telecom01uniCillio1L< s 37,461.00 s s 37,461.()() S 109,706,1183.lXJ 0.03% 
Personnel: Workers Comp s l.~61,504.00 s s l ,461.504.00 s ]()9,706.883. CXI 1.33% 
Personnel: Support Services s 633,0711.lX> s s (~lJ,078.00 s 109,706,883.<Xl 0.58% 
Con ADM: Odd. Of Conlr. Compl s 176.00 s s 176.txl s 109,706,1183.00 O.!Xl% 

ENG: Gen En:? I mprmt $ 52.!Xl s s .'i2.00 s 109,706,8~0.IXJ O.()(l"4 
CERS ADMIN. 01'cr lleacl< s 142,429.00 s s 142,429.rnJ s 109,706,883.00 0.13% 
Carry l'orw'1rd (ncg11 1ivc) $ (7,777,71J6.!Xl) s $ (7,777.796.00) s 109,706.BsJ . (HI -7.09% 

s 24,408,1\67.00 s 24,408,('67.00 s ~~b 

Tola l C rO Amount s 24 408.('67.00 
TotalCTO Base Sa lury 

Indirect Co~l Ruic 

s 
I 

109,706,883.00 

2~.zs%I 
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