Table 4: Agency Actions That Affected Savings for Selected Energy Savings Performance Contract (ESPC) Projects
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GAO Report Intent:

GAO conducted this study in order to ensure protection of the Government’s interests when using Energy Savings

Performance Contracts (ESPC).

* Under ESPCs, private contractors finance the up-front costs of energy improvements. Agencies then repay

contractors from the savings, such as those resulting from lower utility bills.

Relevant SPAWAR Initiatives:

Policy Alert 14-054 reminded Contracting Officers to include FAR Clause 52.223-15 (Energy Star Compliance) for
energy-consuming products in all solicitations and contracts for IT hardware.
A Claimancy review of IT hardware contracts was conducted on 7/24/14, to ensure the two clauses were included.
Of the 12 contracts reviewed, 10 included the appropriate clause.*
Reviews continue to be held of IT hardware open solicitations to ensure inclusion of these clauses.

*Note: The two contracts which did not contain the appropriate clause were GSA orders that failed to include DoD-unique clauses

altogether. The PCOs were notified and the two contract actions were modified accordingly.
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