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Why GAO Did This Study 
ATF, which was transferred from the 
Department of the Treasury to DOJ in 
2003, is responsible for investigating 
federal laws related to firearms, 
explosives, arson, alcohol, and 
tobacco. In 2012, there were almost 
9,000 reported murders involving 
firearms. ATF oversight was a DOJ’s 
2013 top management challenge for 
ensuring effective and efficient law 
enforcement. Congress continues to 
raise questions about ATF’s criminal 
law enforcement activities and 
operations. GAO was asked to review 
ATF’s activities. 

 
This report addresses (1) how ATF’s 
priorities for its criminal law 
enforcement investigations have 
changed since fiscal year 2003, (2) 
ATF’s staffing challenges, and (3) the 
extent to which ATF has data to 
monitor the timeliness and outcomes of 
delayed denial investigations. GAO 
reviewed ATF policies, analyzed 
investigative data from fiscal years 
2003 through 2013, and interviewed 
ATF officials. 

What GAO Recommends 
GAO recommends that ATF establish 
a mechanism to provide headquarters 
managers readily available data to 
better monitor the timeliness and 
outcomes of delayed denial 
investigations. ATF concurred with the 
recommendation and ATF officials 
outlined steps they plan to take to 
address it.  

What GAO Found 
Since fiscal year 2003, the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives 
(ATF), within the Department of Justice, has been focusing more on decreasing 
violent crime. Beginning in 2010, ATF made criminal organization investigations 
one of its highest priorities, similar to firearms investigations, and deemphasized 
alcohol and tobacco investigations that do not involve violent crime. ATF data 
show that alcohol and tobacco investigations decreased by 85 percent (from 168 
to 25 investigations opened) from fiscal years 2003 through 2013. In 2012, to 
more effectively identify and address the most violent criminal threats, ATF 
established the Frontline initiative to, among other things, prioritize investigations 
and evaluate ATF’s efforts in reducing violent crime. ATF began evaluating its 
efforts in March 2014, and does not yet have a time frame for completing the 
evaluations. As such, it is too early to tell how well Frontline helps ATF to assess 
how effective its investigations are in addressing violent crime.  

 
ATF reported facing funding and hiring challenges. ATF’s number of special 
agents generally increased from fiscal years 2004 through 2010, but decreased 
by about 6 percent (from 2,562 to 2,399) through fiscal year 2013, which 
represents the lowest number of special agents in 8 years. According to ATF 
management officials, ATF was unable to hire agents because its funding did not 
keep pace with the cost of employee salaries and benefits. According to ATF 
data, the average salary and benefits costs for ATF employees increased by 55 
percent from $100,000 in fiscal year 2003 to $155,000 in fiscal year 2013. 
Further, about a quarter of ATF’s on-board special agents were eligible to retire 
as of the end of fiscal year 2013, with an additional 20 percent becoming eligible 
to retire through fiscal year 2018. As of April 2014, ATF was hiring human 
resources personnel to assess how to better address staffing challenges, but it is 
too soon to tell the extent to which these efforts will address such challenges. 

 
ATF does not have readily available data to track and monitor the timeliness and 
outcomes of delayed denial investigations. Delayed denial investigations are 
investigations of individuals who improperly purchased firearms when 
background checks did not initially determine that the individuals were ineligible 
to purchase a firearm. N-Force, ATF’s investigations database, does not have 
information readily available to systematically track the timeliness and 
outcomes—such as if a firearm is retrieved—of delayed denial investigations. 
ATF considers these investigations a top priority and is committed to responding 
to them quickly to protect public safety and prevent violent crime. A mechanism 
to (1) readily obtain data on the timeliness of such investigations and (2) allow 
managers to easily query and analyze trends on the outcomes of such 
investigations could help ensure that ATF is retrieving firearms from prohibited 
persons to maximize public safety. 
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441 G St. N.W. 
Washington, DC 20548 

June 30, 2014 

The Honorable Charles E. Grassley 
Ranking Member 
Committee on the Judiciary 
United States Senate 

The Honorable F. James Sensenbrenner, Jr. 
Chairman 
Subcommittee on Crime, Terrorism, Homeland Security, and 
Investigations 
Committee on the Judiciary 
House of Representatives 

Ensuring effective and efficient law enforcement is one of the Department 
of Justice’s (DOJ) six most pressing concerns, according to DOJ’s 2013 
report on top management and performance challenges.1 DOJ reports 
that a fundamental and persistent challenge in this area is ensuring that 
the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF—also 
referred to as ‘the bureau’ in this report), among other DOJ components, 
conducts adequate oversight of its field offices. In 2010, for example, the 
oversight failures of ATF’s Fast and Furious investigation—in which ATF 
knowingly allowed criminal suspects to purchase firearms2

                                                                                                                     
1DOJ, Top Management and Performance Challenges Facing the Department of Justice, 
2013, Dec. 23, 2013. The remaining five most pressing concerns are: addressing the 
growing crisis in the federal prison system; safeguarding national security consistent with 
civil rights and liberties; protecting taxpayer funds from mismanagement and misuse; 
enhancing cybersecurity; and restoring confidence in the integrity, fairness, and 
accountability of the department. 

—resulted in 
DOJ’s Office of the Inspector General (OIG) recommending that ATF take 
several corrective actions to improve agency oversight, and ATF is taking 

2Operation Fast and Furious was a criminal investigation that ATF conducted in the 
Phoenix Field Division from 2009 through 2010 designed to combat firearms trafficking on 
the southwest border. This operation resulted in numerous firearms being purchased by 
straw purchasers (individuals who purchase firearms on behalf of others, such as 
prohibited persons who are not allowed to buy or possess firearms themselves) involved 
in a large-scale gun-trafficking organization responsible for buying guns for transport to 
violent Mexican drug-trafficking organizations. Law enforcement officials later recovered 
these guns at crime scenes in Mexico and the United States, including one recovery in 
connection with the shooting death of a U.S. Customs and Border Protection agent. 
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action in response.3 However, with almost 9,000 reported murders 
involving firearms in 2012, according to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation (FBI), Congress has raised questions about whether ATF 
management challenges related to firearms trafficking investigations and 
undercover operations, among other things, continue.4

In 2003, ATF was transferred from the Department of the Treasury to 
DOJ where ATF supports DOJ’s strategic goals to prevent crime and 
enforce federal laws, among other things. According to ATF’s strategic 
plan, its mission is to protect communities from violent criminals, criminal 
organizations, the illegal use and trafficking of firearms, the illegal use 
and storage of explosives, acts of arson and bombings, acts of terrorism, 
and the illegal diversion of alcohol and tobacco products. To fulfill its 
mission, ATF uses investigative techniques, which are investigative tools 
ATF agents use to assist in the investigation of criminal activity. These 
techniques can include such things as storefronts (for conducting 
undercover operations to attract potential criminals), or wiretaps (for 
monitoring and recording telephone communications). According to ATF’s 
congressional budget submission for fiscal year 2015, illegal firearms are 
the “tools of the trade” used by drug traffickers, gang members, and other 
violent criminals against one another, law enforcement officials, and 
innocent civilians. An important part of ATF’s efforts to address firearms 
trafficking is conducting delayed denial investigations—investigations to 
retrieve firearms from purchasers who are subsequently determined 
through background checks to be prohibited from possessing firearms. 
Congress has enacted about $12 billion for ATF operations since 2003. 

 

Given the importance of ATF’s mission for ensuring public safety, the 
amount of federal resources being devoted to ATF, and the questions 
raised about the management of ATF’s programs, you asked that we 
review the mission and activities of ATF. This report examines the 
following questions: 

                                                                                                                     
3U.S. Department of Justice, Office of the Inspector General, A Review of Operation Fast 
and Furious and Related Matters (Washington, D.C.: September 2012).  
4The number of reported murders involving firearms is from the FBI Uniform Crime 
Report, Crime in the United States 2012, and represents the most recent Uniform Crime 
Report data available. U.S. Department of Justice, Federal Bureau of Investigation. 
(October 2013). Crime in the United States, 2012. Retrieved (May 2014), from 
(http://www.fbi.gov/about-us/cjis/ucr/crime-in-the-u.s/2012/crime-in-the-u.s.-2012). 
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1. How, if at all, have ATF’s priorities for its criminal law enforcement 
investigations changed since fiscal year 2003? 

2. What, if any, staffing challenges has ATF faced since fiscal year 
2003? 

3. To what extent does ATF have data to monitor the timeliness and 
outcomes of its delayed denial investigations? 

To address the first question, we reviewed ATF’s statutory authorities; 
mission, and priorities, as outlined in past and current ATF strategic plans 
covering fiscal years 2003 through 2013, and; ATF’s Frontline Business 
Model, which outlines ATF’s efforts intended to assess criminal threats, 
use criminal intelligence information, prioritize and conduct criminal law 
enforcement investigations (also referred to as ‘criminal investigations’ in 
this report), allocate and redirect resources, and measure ATF’s efforts to 
ensure that it meets its goals and objectives. To examine any changes in 
ATF priorities for criminal investigations from fiscal years 2003 through 
2013, we analyzed data from ATF’s case management system—N-
Force—for those years that provide details on ATF criminal investigations 
opened by mission activities such as firearms, arson and explosives, 
alcohol and tobacco, and criminal organizations. We assessed the 
reliability of these data by interviewing staff responsible for managing the 
data and reviewing relevant documentation, and concluded that these 
data were sufficiently reliable for the purposes of this report. We also 
interviewed ATF headquarters officials responsible for overseeing N-
Force data and developing policies related to priorities for criminal 
investigations. We interviewed senior officials at 5 of ATF’s 25 field 
divisions to obtain field perspectives and provide context on ATF’s 
priorities for criminal investigations.5

                                                                                                                     
5We interviewed senior officials at ATF field divisions in Dallas, Chicago, Seattle, San 
Francisco, and Los Angeles.  

 We selected the 5 field divisions 
based on factors including geographic dispersion and to cover the range 
of ATF mission activities, such as firearms trafficking on the southwest 
border, firearms crimes by criminal organizations in urban areas, and the 
use of tobacco funds to conduct illegal activity. We also interviewed 
representatives from selected federal partners and state and local law 
enforcement agencies in proximity to these 5 ATF field division offices to 
obtain the representatives’ perspectives on ATF’s changing priorities for 
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its criminal investigations.6

To address the second question, we analyzed Office of Personnel 
Management (OPM) on-board data for ATF personnel, including special 
agents eligible to retire and the projected rate of retirement as compared 
to special agents government-wide from fiscal years 2013 through 2018.

 We selected these partners because they 
share jurisdiction or collaborate with ATF on criminal investigations. While 
the information obtained from the 5 divisions and the federal, state, and 
local partners cannot be generalized to all divisions and agencies, it 
provided us with insight and context on ATF’s priorities related to criminal 
investigations. 

7

To address the third question, we reviewed ATF directives and 
memorandums governing ATF’s use of its case management system, N-
Force, as well as investigative policies and procedures, and ATF’s 

 
We assessed the reliability of OPM data through electronic testing and 
reviewing relevant documentation. We concluded that the OPM data were 
sufficiently reliable for the purposes of this report. To provide additional 
context on the OPM data, we examined ATF data on staff levels, attrition 
and hiring, the costs of salaries and benefits, ATF’s resources available 
for obligation, and ATF requests for personnel as stated in ATF 
congressional budget justifications and appropriations. We assessed the 
reliability of ATF data by interviewing ATF human resources officials 
responsible for overseeing the data. We concluded that the ATF data 
were sufficiently reliable for the purposes of this report. We also 
interviewed ATF headquarters officials to get their perspectives on ATF’s 
staffing challenges and the reasons for these challenges, and to evaluate 
how ATF allocated personnel to meet its priorities during fiscal years 
2003 through 2014. 

                                                                                                                     
6Federal partners were the United States Attorneys’ Offices, the FBI, and the Drug 
Enforcement Administration (DEA). State and local partners included state bureaus of 
investigation and city police departments. Specifically, we interviewed representatives 
from all three federal partners and two state and local partners associated with each of the 
5 field divisions, with the exception of 1 field division where officials at one state partner 
were unavailable to be interviewed due to having to respond to a law enforcement 
incident, and for which we interviewed representatives from all three federal partners and 
one local partner. 
7We calculated ATF personnel eligible for regular, voluntary retirement with an unreduced 
annuity (i.e., met retirement requirements for age and years of service). Projections are 
based on September 30, 2013, onboard staff, projecting forward from a constant 
population, not accounting for attrition or hires.  
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program on firearms enforcement. We also reviewed N-Force computer 
screenshots and user guides for completing data fields in N-Force, and 
we received a demonstration of the N-Force system’s capabilities to 
collect information on criminal investigations. We also reviewed prior 
inspector general reports on delayed denial investigations and 
coordinated with DOJ’s OIG on ATF’s progress in implementing 
recommendations.8 We compared ATF’s actions for collecting and using 
investigation information to monitor delayed denial investigations with 
ATF policy and criteria in Standards for Internal Control in the Federal 
Government related to control activities for implementing management 
directives.9

We conducted this performance audit from January 2013 to June 2014 in 
accordance with generally accepted government auditing standards. 
Those standards require that we plan and perform the audit to obtain 
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. 

 Finally, we interviewed ATF officials in headquarters, and in 
the 5 selected field divisions, responsible for overseeing data and 
developing policies related to criminal investigations to understand 
oversight of these investigations. 

 

                                                                                                                     
8U.S. Department of Justice, Review of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and 
Explosives’ Enforcement of Brady Act Violations Identified Through the National Instant 
Criminal Background Check System, I-2004-006 (Washington, D.C.: July 2004). U.S. 
Department of the Treasury, Protecting the Public: Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and 
Firearms Could Improve Its National Instant Criminal Background Check System Program, 
OIG-02-004 (Washington, D.C.: Nov. 1, 2001). 
9GAO, Standards for Internal Control in the Federal Government, GAO/AIMD-00-21.3.1 
(Washington, D.C: Nov. 1, 1999). 

http://www.gao.gov/products/GAO/AIMD-00-21.3.1�
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ATF is one of several DOJ law enforcement components, such as the FBI 
and the DEA, responsible for fighting violent crime.10 As such, ATF is 
responsible for investigating criminals and criminal organizations that use 
firearms, arson, or explosives in violent criminal activity, among other 
things.11 ATF is also responsible for investigating criminal and regulatory 
violations of the federal firearms, explosives, arson, and alcohol and 
tobacco-smuggling laws subject to the direction of the Attorney General, 
as well as any other function related to the investigation of violent crime 
or domestic terrorism that is delegated to ATF by the Attorney General.12 
To do this, ATF operates several programs and initiatives to fulfill its 
mission at its headquarters office and 25 field divisions throughout the 
country. At headquarters, ATF has eight directorates responsible for, 
among other things, developing staffing plans, succession plans, and 
training and recruitment. ATF’s largest directorate, the Office of Field 
Operations, is to provide strategic direction to ATF’s field divisions, as 
well as oversight of all field divisions’ criminal investigative activities. Field 
divisions make up about 70 percent (3,287) of ATF’s total on-board 
workforce (4,728) as of September 2013.13

                                                                                                                     
10We reported in April 2011 that DOJ law enforcement components—ATF, DEA, FBI, and 
the U.S. Marshals Service—have overlapping jurisdiction over violent crime investigations, 
specifically when the investigations involve illegal drugs, gang violence, firearms, 
explosives, arson and fugitive apprehension. We recommended that DOJ assess options 
to better identify and diagnose disagreements in the field and take action to limit the 
negative impacts from disagreements over jurisdictional overlap for some criminal 
investigations. In July 2011, DOJ identified steps to address our recommendation, but has 
not fully addressed it. See GAO, Law Enforcement Coordination: DOJ Could Improve Its 
Process for Identifying Disagreements Among Agents, 

 See figure 1 for ATF field 
division locations. 

GAO-11-314 (Washington, D.C.: 
Apr. 7, 2011). 
11For the purpose of this report, criminal organizations refer to criminal groups and gangs 
such as white supremacists, MS-13, and 18th Street. 
1228 U.S.C. § 599A. See also 28 C.F.R. § 0.130. 
13We used OPM data to identify ATF’s total onboard workforce, which includes permanent 
and temporary employees. 

Background 

http://www.gao.gov/products/GAO-11-314�
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Figure 1: The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) Field 
Divisions 

 
 

In order to track and monitor ATF’s criminal investigations throughout the 
country, ATF uses its N-Force case management system, which was 
developed in fiscal year 1999. According to ATF’s policy on N-Force, the 
system is to enable (1) agents in the field to store and query investigative 
information: (2) managers in the field divisions to oversee investigative 
activities and documents; and (3) senior managers in headquarters to 
more efficiently oversee programs and projects, monitor significant 
investigations and activities, collect and analyze statistical information, 
and support ATF’s financial statements. In general, field agents are to 
enter case information into N-Force, such as the agent and field office in 
charge of a particular investigation, the type of investigation being 
conducted, key dates, information on the suspect or defendant, interview 
records, whether certain property—such as vehicles or firearms—is in 
ATF custody, and information about investigative techniques, among 
other things. In response to oversight shortcomings related to ATF’s Fast 
and Furious investigation in July 2011, which included some of these 
investigative techniques, ATF developed the Monitored Case Program to 
provide greater headquarters oversight of sensitive investigations and to 
enhance communication between the field and ATF headquarters, which 
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is accomplished through a review of high-risk investigations and regular 
communication, such as monthly briefings, between field division 
managers and senior managers in headquarters.14

 

 

Since fiscal year 2003, ATF has been focusing more on decreasing 
violent crime by addressing its original mission activities of illegal firearms 
trafficking, explosives, and arson; however, the bureau’s strategic 
approach has evolved, and in 2010, ATF made criminal organization 
investigations one of its highest priorities to address the most violent 
criminal threats, while deemphasizing alcohol and tobacco investigations. 
According to senior ATF officials, the bureau is doing this so as to 
conduct a more focused and effective fight against violent crime. 
According to senior ATF officials, ATF has sharpened its focus in order to 
more effectively address violent crime by giving priority to investigations 
of those subjects that pose the most violent criminal threat. While ATF 
continues to prioritize three of its original mission activities—illegal 
firearms trafficking, explosives, and arson—in its 2010 strategic plan, 
which is ATF’s most recent strategic plan, ATF added criminal 
organizations to its list of mission activity priorities. That same year, ATF 
officials stated that they modified N-Force to separately track 
investigations of criminal organizations.15

                                                                                                                     
14In September 2012, the DOJ OIG issued a report on the Fast and Furious investigation, 
per the request of the Attorney General. See U.S. Department of Justice, Office of the 
Inspector General, A Review of Operation Fast and Furious and Related Matters 
(Washington, D.C.: September 2012). The DOJ OIG initiated a follow-up review to 
evaluate the progress and effectiveness of measures DOJ and ATF took to implement 
recommendations related to the Fast and Furious investigation. Additionally, in February 
2014, the DOJ OIG initiated a review of ATF’s use of its storefront operations to evaluate, 
among other things, the effectiveness of the Monitored Case Program.  

 ATF officials responsible for 
field operations reported that ATF expanded its efforts to identify, target, 
and dismantle those criminal organizations that use firearms, arson, and 
explosives in violent criminal activity so as to further reduce the risk to 
public safety. 

15According to ATF officials, the bureau conducted investigations of criminal organizations 
prior to 2010, but did not identify these investigations as a mission priority to be tracked 
separately in N-Force before that year. 

ATF is Focusing More 
on the Most Violent 
Criminal Threats and 
on Using Criminal 
Intelligence Data to 
Better Target Violent 
Crime Than it Did in 
Fiscal Year 2003 
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ATF continues to prioritize firearms investigations over all other types of 
investigations.16 As illustrated in figure 2, out of approximately 302,859 
total investigations opened in fiscal years 2003 to 2013 related to ATF’s 
four mission activities, ATF data show the following breakdown of 
investigations: firearms (264,528, or 87 percent), arson and explosives 
(34,549, or 11 percent), criminal organizations—which ATF began 
tracking only in 2010—(2,414, or almost 1 percent), and alcohol and 
tobacco (1,368, or less than half of 1 percent).17

                                                                                                                     
16Firearms investigations involve criminal possession and use of firearms or firearms 
trafficking, among others things. 

 

17For the purposes of demonstrating trends in these mission activities, we categorized 
investigation descriptions into ATF’s mission activities as follows: (1) firearms 
investigations include, criminal possession and use of firearms, firearms trafficking, 
firearms enforcement activity, deny criminals access to firearms, shooting incidents, and 
firearms referrals investigations; (2) arson and explosives investigations include arson and 
explosives enforcement activities, church fires, significant explosives investigation, 
safeguard the public from arson and explosives incidents; (3) criminal organizations 
investigations include investigations of criminal groups and gangs; and (4) alcohol and 
tobacco investigations include alcohol and tobacco diversion enforcement activities, 
alcohol and tobacco diversion investigations, and gray market tobacco investigations 
(investigations of tobacco that the U.S. trademark owner has not authorized for sale or 
import). We did not include certain investigations opened by ATF from fiscal years 2003 
through 2013—such as special events, partnerships, inspections, and firearms tracing—
because they did not relate to the four mission activities. 
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Figure 2: Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) Criminal 
Investigations Opened in Fiscal Years 2003 through 2013, by Mission Activity 

 
Notes: Percentages do not add to 100 because of rounding. 
a

 

ATF modified its coding system in N-Force—ATF’s case management system which it uses to 
manage its criminal investigations—to enhance its ability to track investigations involving criminal 
organizations in 2010. Therefore, the “<1% criminal organizations” refers to investigations opened 
from fiscal years 2010 through 2013. 

Furthermore, according to ATF, from fiscal years 2009 through 2013, ATF 
reprogrammed funds to the firearms mission from other mission activities. 
Specifically, according to ATF, since fiscal year 2009, ATF has 
reprogrammed a total of at least $140.6 million18 to the firearms mission 
activity—that is, $13.9 million of $103 million19

                                                                                                                     
18According to ATF’s congressional budget submissions, ATF reported reprogramming 
these funds to the firearms mission from the alcohol and tobacco mission activity in fiscal 
years 2009-2010 and 2012-2013. Additionally, ATF reported reprogramming funds from 
the arson and explosives mission activity in fiscal years 2009-2013.  

 from the alcohol and 
tobacco mission activity and $126.7 million of $1.269 billion from the 

19The totals are actual amounts that include enacted appropriations and any changes in 
funding. 



 

 

  
 
 
 

Page 11 GAO-14-553  ATF 

arson and explosives mission activity. According to ATF, funds were 
reprogrammed because of ATF’s increasing illegal firearms-trafficking 
enforcement efforts along the southwest border, as well as an overall 
increased focus on firearms enforcement activities and reducing gun 
violence across the country.20

ATF officials responsible for field operations in headquarters and in the 
field reported, and ATF data show, that the number of alcohol and 
tobacco investigations opened decreased by 85 percent, from 168 to 25 
from fiscal years 2003 through 2013. These investigations are opened 
only when there is a nexus to violent crime or when such investigations 
may result in addressing substantial fraud or state tax revenue losses. 
For instance, according to ATF headquarters officials who are responsible 
for field operations and officials we interviewed at all five field divisions, 
ATF’s alcohol and tobacco investigations are increasingly likely to involve 
organized criminal groups that use illicit proceeds to fund criminal or 
terrorist activities. In its 2010 strategic plan, ATF continued to identify 
alcohol and tobacco as one of its mission activities, but the bureau did not 
identify this mission activity as one of its strategic goals. Further, ATF 
officials stated that they are no longer giving a high priority to alcohol and 
tobacco investigations because of limited resources and an aim to 
maximize ATF’s impact on the most violent criminal threats. According to 
ATF, this approach allows the bureau to be more strategically focused 
and proactive when it comes to preventing and addressing violent crimes, 
rather than being opportunity driven and simply reacting to nonviolent 
crimes that have already occurred. 

 

In 2012, ATF created the Frontline Business Model (Frontline), which, 
according to ATF, is intended to establish ATF’s approach for using 
criminal intelligence information to assess criminal threats, prioritize and 
conduct investigations, and evaluate the extent to which its efforts have 
reduced violent crime.21

                                                                                                                     
20According to ATF, the bureau reprogrammed these funds in accordance with section 
505 of the General Provisions of each year’s Department of Justice appropriation acts 
from fiscal years 2009 through 2013. 

 According to ATF, Frontline formalizes ATF’s 
approach for using criminal intelligence information to more effectively 

21In addition, Frontline is intended to allocate and redirect resources, as needed, to align 
ATF’s efforts with its priorities in order to maximize ATF’s impact on reducing violent 
crime. 
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identify and address the most violent criminal threats.22 Under Frontline, 
ATF is using a model of law enforcement known as intelligence-led 
policing to leverage (1) criminal intelligence information, such as crime 
statistics and trends, and (2) criminal intelligence–related investigative 
techniques—such as electronic surveillance, undercover operations, and 
liaisons with other agencies—to better target investigations on violent 
crime areas, individuals, and organizations.23 For example, according to 
Frontline guidance, ATF analyzes firearms trace data and multiple 
firearms sales data to develop investigative leads on the sources of 
firearms used in crimes and the persons who have possessed firearms 
used in crimes, such as firearms traffickers and potential straw 
purchasers (individuals who purchase firearms on behalf of other 
individuals, such as prohibited persons who are not allowed to buy or 
possess firearms themselves).24

Under Frontline, each field division is to establish priorities on an annual 
basis for having the greatest impact on violent crime in the division’s 
particular area of jurisdiction. As part of this process, Frontline lays out an 
evaluation mechanism for headquarters managers to assess how well 
each division is meeting these priorities. Specifically, field division 
managers are required to conduct semiannual Frontline Performance 
Reviews by comparing field division investigation activities against each 
field division’s assessments of violent crime to ensure that specific violent 
crime threats in their areas are addressed. This information is to be used 
to inform discussions between headquarters and field division managers 
to help determine whether each field division is aligning investigations 
with ATF’s priorities. ATF officials responsible for field operations 
explained that Frontline is in the implementation phase and began its first 

 

                                                                                                                     
22According to ATF documentation describing Frontline, “criminal intelligence” means 
information from a variety of sources, such as firearms tracing, confidential informants, 
and state and local agencies, which the bureau uses to investigate persons suspected of 
being involved in criminal activity. 
23According to DOJ, intelligence-led policing is a collaborative law enforcement approach 
combining problem-solving policing, information sharing, and police accountability with 
enhanced intelligence operations. 
24ATF, Order ATF O 3310.4C, Firearms Enforcement Program, March 19, 2013. 
According to ATF’s order governing its firearms enforcement program, a firearm trace 
systematically tracks a firearm through the chain of distribution to identify an unlicensed 
purchaser. According to the order, ATF is authorized to trace only firearms that are 
illegally possessed, involved in a crime, or suspected to have been involved in a crime, or 
for law enforcement purposes or national security interests. 
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round of evaluations in March 2014. As of that date, they did not have 
results, nor did they have time frames for completing the evaluations. 
Accordingly, it is too early to tell the extent to which this evaluation is 
going to adequately assess efforts under Frontline. 

 
ATF is facing a reduction in its number of special agents, who, according 
to management officials, are critical to carrying out its mission of reducing 
violent crime. While ATF’s onboard full-time staff remained relatively 
stable over time, with a slight—about 4 percent—increase from fiscal 
years 2008 through 2010, ATF’s staff decreased by about 8 percent from 
fiscal years 2010 through 2013. This represents the lowest number of 
onboard staff since fiscal year 2004. According to ATF management 
officials, ATF was unable to hire agents because the bureau’s funding did 
not keep pace with the cost of employee salaries and benefits. Similarly, 
while ATF’s number of special agents generally increased from fiscal 
years 2004 through 2010, the number of special agents decreased by 
about 6 percent from fiscal year 2010 (2,562) to fiscal year 2013 (2,399). 
This represents the lowest number of special agents since 2005. 
Furthermore, ATF data show that ATF’s hiring of special agents has not 
kept pace with its attrition since fiscal year 2011. For instance, ATF lost 
78 special agents in fiscal year 2011, but hired 23 special agents. 
Similarly, in fiscal year 2012, ATF lost 61 special agents, but hired 14 
special agents. 

In addition to citing these reductions of special agents, ATF is expecting a 
potential attrition of special agents because of projected retirements over 
the next 4 years. According to ATF’s Fiscal Year 2014 Congressional 
Budget Submission, all of ATF’s special agents in charge (SAC) will be 
eligible to retire by November 2017.25

                                                                                                                     
25According to ATF, as of April 2014, 23 of 25 SACs are eligible to retire by the end of 
fiscal year 2017. Two SAC positions (Baltimore and Los Angeles) are vacant. ATF special 
agents under the Civil Service Retirement System may retire at age 50 with 20 years of 
service. Special agents under the Federal Employees Retirement System may retire at 
any age with 25 years of service.  

 Moreover, according to our analysis 
of OPM data, about 26 percent of ATF’s onboard special agents, who 
work for SACs, were already eligible to retire as of the end of fiscal year 
2013, with an additional 20 percent becoming eligible for retirement 
through fiscal year 2018. As shown in figure 3, ATF’s projected retirement 
eligibility of special agents through fiscal year 2018 is higher than the 

ATF Faces Projected 
Reductions in  
Staff and Reports 
Funding and Hiring 
Challenges 
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government-wide projected eligibility of special agents. Government-wide, 
16 percent of special agents onboard as of September 2013 were eligible 
to retire with an additional 19 percent becoming eligible for retirement 
through fiscal year 2018. 

Figure 3: Percentage of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives 
(ATF) Special Agents Eligible to Retire as Compared with the Percentage of Special 
Agents Government-wide Eligible to Retire 

 
Note: Figures are based on ATF agents onboard as of September 2013. 
 

ATF officials attributed this current and impending reduction of personnel 
to funding and hiring challenges. According to ATF management officials, 
the bureau received marginal or non-existent funding increases over time, 
while the cost of full-time employees has increased, similar to other 
federal agencies, because of government-wide pay raises, annual step 



 

 

  
 
 
 

Page 15 GAO-14-553  ATF 

increases, promotions, and health insurance costs.26

Figure 4: The Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives (ATF) 
Resources Available for Obligation, Fiscal Years 2003-2014 

 Specifically, 
according to ATF data, the average salary and benefits costs for ATF 
employees increased by 55 percent, from $100,000 in fiscal year 2003 to 
$155,000 in fiscal year 2013. In terms of its funding, as shown in figure 4, 
both nominal data (actual funding) and real dollars as of 2013 (data 
adjusted for inflation) show that ATF’s funding has fluctuated throughout 
the years. For example, real dollars decreased by about 10 percent (from 
fiscal years 2012 to 2013) and increased by about 9 percent (from fiscal 
years 2008 to 2009). ATF’s total overall real dollars funding increased by 
23 percent from fiscal years 2003 through 2014, based on estimated 
budget resources available for 2014. 

 

                                                                                                                     
26According to OPM guidance, most federal civilian employees in executive branch 
agencies were covered by pay freezes on across-the-board pay adjustments from the 
beginning of 2011 through the end of 2013, but pay adjustments not covered by the freeze 
include periodic within-grade step increases and promotion increases, among other 
things.  
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Note: Fiscal year 2014 value is estimated budget resources available for obligation. 
 

ATF strategic management officials cited additional hiring challenges. 
They stated that the bureau was under a hiring freeze from approximately 
January 2011 to February 2014. Additionally, ATF lost schedule B hiring 
authority after it became a part of DOJ.27 This is an OPM hiring authority 
that allows agencies to hire directly without rating applicants using a 
competitive hiring process to fill special jobs or jobs with unusual 
circumstances.28

To address the reductions in its staff, ATF senior officials explained that in 
fiscal year 2014, the bureau had thus far hired 96 agents, which is the 
first year since 2010 in which ATF has been able to hire more agents than 
the number of agents who left the agency. ATF also noted that in 2013, it 
reorganized its human resources office to create a unit tasked with 
improving the bureau’s capability to conduct data-driven workforce 
analysis, or assessments of workforce data to improve ATF’s 
understanding of trends and dynamics within the workforce. According to 
ATF, such assessments will help improve the bureau’s understanding of 

 According to ATF human resources officials, not having 
schedule B hiring authority complicated hiring for the bureau since it could 
no longer target applicants based on certain qualifications, such as 
individuals with prior law enforcement experience or specific language 
skills, and had to review a high volume of applications that were time-
consuming to process. For instance, an ATF human resources official 
reported that the bureau received approximately 17,000 applications in 1 
day for one special agent job announcement. ATF human resource 
officials stated that to better target applicants, they requested schedule B 
hiring authority from OPM in 2012, and regained it in April 2013. 
According to ATF officials, regaining this authority has allowed the bureau 
to streamline its hiring process by focusing on candidates with the most 
relevant experience, such as those with law enforcement experience. 

                                                                                                                     
27Prior to being transferred from the Department of the Treasury to the DOJ, the Office of 
Personnel Management (OPM) had granted the ATF schedule B excepted hiring authority 
in certain circumstances.  
285 C.F.R. § 213.3201. “Upon specific authorization by OPM, agencies may make 
appointments . . . to positions which are not of a confidential or policy-determining 
character, and which are not in the Senior Executive Service, for which it is impracticable 
to hold open competition or to apply usual competitive procedures. Appointments under 
this authority are subject to the basic qualification standards established by the Office of 
Personnel Management for the occupation and grade level. Positions filled under this 
authority are excepted from the competitive service and constitute Schedule B.” 
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attrition challenges and hiring needs. As of April 2014, ATF was finalizing 
the hiring of personnel to conduct these efforts. Accordingly, it is too soon 
to tell the extent to which ATF’s workforce efforts will address staffing 
challenges. 

 
ATF does not have readily available data to track and monitor how well 
field divisions initiate and resolve delayed denial investigations. These are 
investigations of persons who were able to improperly purchase firearms 
from federal firearms licensees because the firearm criminal background 
checks for the persons did not determine that the persons were ineligible 
to purchase a firearm within the particular timeframe for the firearms 
transaction to be completed.29 These persons that are prohibited from 
purchasing firearms include, but are not limited to, convicted felons, 
fugitives from justice, drug addicts, and persons with a history of domestic 
violence.30 Under federal law, a federal firearms licensee may transfer a 
firearm to a person if, after contacting the National Instant Criminal 
Background Check System,31 3 business days have elapsed and the 
system has not notified the licensee that the recipient of a firearm by such 
person is unlawful.32

                                                                                                                     
29These investigations relate to the required background check for firearms purchases. 
Delayed denial investigations are investigations of individuals prohibited from purchasing 
a firearm, but who were able to purchase a firearm from a federal firearms licensee (FFL). 
FFLs are persons or companies licensed by ATF, pursuant to federal firearms laws and 
regulations, to engage in a firearms business. According to senior ATF officials, standard 
denial investigations are investigations of persons who were properly denied a firearms 
purchase by a FFL, but who may have made false statements in responding to the 
background check questions.  

 Any subsequent investigation that eventually 
determines the person to be ineligible to purchase or possess a firearm 
results in a delayed denial. The risk of firearms-related violent crime by 
these individuals increases if ATF does not investigate them in a timely 
manner and resolve unlawful possession of the firearm. 

3018 U.S.C. § 922(g). 
31The FBI and designated state and local criminal justice agencies use the National 
Instant Criminal Background Check System to conduct background checks on individuals 
seeking to purchase firearms from federal firearms licensees or obtain permits to possess, 
acquire, or carry firearms. 
3218 U.S.C. § 922(t). A business day means “a day on which State offices are open.” 
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ATF has the primary federal responsibility for investigating these persons 
and retrieving or disposing of any firearms as appropriate.33

Senior ATF officials stated that resolving delayed denials in a timely way 
is important to protect the public, but ATF headquarters managers do not 
have information readily available to systematically monitor the timeliness 
of delayed denial investigations. In 2005, to address a recommendation 
by DOJ’s OIG, the bureau developed a timeliness standard by which field 
agents are to initiate delayed denial investigations.

 Bureau policy 
states that ATF is committed to act quickly in the interest of ensuring 
public safety and preventing violent crime. Bureau policy also states that 
these cases are a top priority. According to ATF data, delayed denial 
investigations opened for fiscal years 2003 through 2013 make up about 
10 percent of investigations opened in all four mission activities and about 
12 percent of investigations opened in the firearms mission activity. For 
this mission activity, delayed denial investigations make up about 16 
percent of investigations opened in fiscal year 2013. In addition, 
according to ATF data, from fiscal years 2003 through 2013, the number 
of delayed denial investigations opened went from 32 percent of all ATF 
investigations opened in response to firearms-related background checks 
in fiscal year 2003 to 53 percent in fiscal year 2013, a 21 percent 
increase. 

34 The standard 
stipulates that field agents are to initiate delayed denial investigations 
within 7 days of receiving the delayed denial information in the respective 
field offices.35

                                                                                                                     
33Gun Control Act of 1968, Pub. L. No. 90-618, 82 Stat. 1213. 

 However, ATF’s N-Force database does not have the 
capacity to track whether ATF field agents initiate delayed denial 
investigations in accordance with this standard. For example, N-Force 
does not have the capability to track when an investigation is initiated 
because N-Force queries only yield the date an agent documented an 

34In its 2004 report, the OIG recommended that ATF establish a timeliness standard for 
firearm retrievals and develop a system for ATF field office management to monitor and 
report on compliance with these standards. ATF reported that the system developed was 
one in which field managers rely on immediate supervisors to monitor and report 
compliance with the timeliness standard on a case-by-case basis. U.S. Department of 
Justice, Review of the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives’ Enforcement 
of Brady Act Violations Identified Through the National Instant Criminal Background Check 
System, I-2004-006, Washington, D.C.: July 2004. 
35According to senior ATF officials, the FBI forwards delayed denials to ATF 
headquarters, which in turn refers them to ATF field offices. 

Timeliness Compliance 
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action, and not the date the action was actually taken. As a result, ATF 
managers do not readily have the information to systematically monitor 
the timeliness of delayed denial investigations because they would need 
to manually query each investigation to obtain the date. 

According to senior ATF officials, they do not track when the field started 
a delayed denial investigation because the timeliness standard is a 
guideline, not a required deadline. Additionally, the officials stated that the 
field has competing investigative priorities, which could take precedence 
over a delayed denial investigation and which may take a long time to 
investigate, affecting the field division’s ability to pursue the delayed 
denial investigation. For example, if a violent crime incident were to occur 
at a major sporting event, ATF would deploy field agents to investigate 
that incident as its top priority versus sending a field agent to investigate a 
delayed denial. Although ATF does not systematically track timeliness, 
according to senior ATF officials, field managers are responsible for 
ensuring the timeliness of investigations and field supervisors are 
responsible for reviewing field agents’ responses to delayed denials. ATF 
officials stated that headquarters managers do not monitor delayed denial 
investigations nor is there any other mechanism outside of N-Force to 
monitor delayed denials as they consider this to be a field function, and, 
therefore, they rely on field managers and supervisors for this oversight. 
Nevertheless, given that ATF policy states that the bureau is committed to 
act quickly in the interest of protecting public safety and preventing violent 
crime, having data on the timeliness of delayed denial investigations 
would allow field and headquarters managers to determine how quickly 
the field is initiating these investigations and addressing any delays or 
barriers to timely resolution. ATF officials explained that they are aware of 
the limitation in N-Force to produce timeliness data, and noted that the 
system is no longer adequate for ATF’s needs and explained that ATF 
plans to replace the system. They also noted that N-Force was not 
designed to generate tracking information related to delayed denials. As a 
result, ATF officials solicited a request for information in April 2014, to 
develop a new case management system to replace N-Force, but they do 
not have a completion date yet. ATF provided us information outlining its 
efforts to develop the new system. However, the information ATF 
provided us did not demonstrate how, or if at all, the system would 
produce timeliness data. Establishing a mechanism to readily obtain data 
on the timeliness of initiating delayed denial investigations could help ATF 
ensure delayed denial investigations are being conducted in a timely 
manner in order to maximize public safety. To do this, the bureau could 
(1) ensure that the technical requirements outlined in the request for 
proposal for its new case management system will allow the new system 
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to provide managers with such data and (2) use a short term mechanism 
by, for example, revising the current case management system or using 
an interim tool—outside the current system—to easily query data, analyze 
trends, and monitor investigations—while the new system is under 
development. 

Likewise, because of limitations with N-Force data, ATF headquarters 
managers do not have information readily available to systematically 
monitor the outcomes of delayed denial investigations. Outcomes can 
include retrieval of the firearm from a prohibited person or the transfer of 
the firearm to a nonprohibited person or to a federal firearms licensee.36

According to senior ATF officials, field managers and supervisors are 
responsible for monitoring the outcomes of all investigations to ensure 
field agents are responding to delayed denials in compliance with ATF 
policy and priorities. However, by not having the necessary data readily 
available to monitor these outcomes, it is difficult for ATF headquarters 
and field managers to ensure that agents are responding to delayed 
denials in compliance with ATF policy and priorities. Standards for 
Internal Control in the Federal Government state that control activities 
should be designed to ensure management’s directives are carried out.

 
In other instances, ATF may determine that the person is not prohibited or 
ATF may be unable to locate the prohibited person. ATF field agents are 
required to record firearm retrievals in N-Force, but not any of the other 
outcomes. According to ATF officials responsible for firearms 
enforcement operations, if field agents record the outcomes of any of its 
delayed denial investigations—other than firearms retrievals—they do so 
in N-Force in a narrative format, and the information cannot be easily 
searched using an electronic query. 

37

                                                                                                                     
36Prohibited persons include those who are convicted felons, fugitives from justice, drug 
addicts, and persons with a history of domestic violence. 

 
An example of such a control activity would be a mechanism to monitor 
the outcomes of delayed denial investigations. Such mechanisms would 
help ATF provide the necessary oversight of delayed denial 
investigations, particularly given that ATF has identified these 
investigations as one of its top priorities and that these investigations help 
promote public safety. 

37 GAO/AIMD-00-21.3.1. 
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As an agency that has assigned a high priority to protecting communities 
from violent crime, ATF’s ability to adequately oversee investigations and 
monitor field operations is critical to public safety. ATF is beginning to 
evaluate whether field division investigations align with ATF’s priorities 
and assess how to better address staffing challenges. However, it is too 
early to assess these efforts. Additionally, ATF does not have complete 
information to track and monitor the timeliness and outcomes of delayed 
denial investigations. Given that there are potential safety issues 
regarding delayed denials, establishing a mechanism—by, for example, 
revising N-Force and building capabilities into ATF’s new case 
management system—to monitor the timeliness and outcomes of delayed 
denials could help provide data to better inform managers. Specifically, 
these adjustments could help ATF ensure the timely completion and 
monitoring of the status of delayed denial investigations so as to help 
maximize public safety. 

 
In order for ATF to achieve its priority of having the greatest impact on the 
most violent criminal threats, we recommend that the Director of ATF take 
the following action: 

• establish short-term mechanisms—by, for example, making revisions 
to the current case management system—and long-term 
mechanisms, such as by incorporating technical requirements into its 
requests for proposal on ATF’s new case management system, to 
allow headquarters managers to have readily available data to 
systematically monitor 

• time frames for initiating delayed denial investigations in the field 
in order to have the information to better monitor the timeliness of 
these investigations and 

• outcomes of all delayed denial investigations in order to better 
monitor how effectively ATF is responding to these investigations. 

 
We provided a draft of this report to ATF and DOJ for review and 
comment.  ATF did not provide written comments to include in our report.  
However, during a meeting held on June 23, 2014 with DOJ and ATF 
senior officials, the legal counsel to ATF’s director stated that the bureau 
appreciated the opportunity to review the draft report and that ATF 
concurred with our recommendation. On June 25, 2014, DOJ also 
explained by email that the agency and ATF concurred with the 
recommendation. During our meeting, ATF senior officials noted specific 
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short-term and long-term actions the bureau plans to take in order to 
address the recommendation. These actions include, among other things, 
potential revisions to the current case management system and 
incorporating technical requirements into requests for proposal on the 
bureau’s new case management system.  ATF senior officials explained 
that they plan to complete the short-term actions within 9 months and the 
long-term actions within 1 year. If implemented effectively, we believe that 
ATF’s actions would address the intent of our recommendation. Thus, we 
revised our recommendation to include ATF’s planned actions as 
examples of the types of actions the agency could take to satisfy the 
recommendation.  ATF also provided us written technical comments that 
included technical comments from DOJ, which we incorporated as 
appropriate. 

 

As agreed with your offices, unless you publicly announce the contents of 
this report earlier, we plan no further distribution until 30 days from the 
report date. At that time, we will send copies to the Director of ATF, and 
the Attorney General of the United States and appropriate congressional 
committees. In addition, the report will be available at no charge on the 
GAO website at http://www.gao.gov. 

If you or your staff have any questions about this report, please contact 
me at (202) 512-8777 or larencee@gao.gov. Contact points for our 
Offices of Congressional Relations and Public Affairs may be found on 
the last page of this report. GAO staff who made key contributions to this 
report are listed in appendix I. 

 
Eileen R. Larence 
Director, Homeland Security and Justice 
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Eileen R. Larence, (202) 512-8777 or larencee@gao.gov 

 
In addition to the contact named above, Dawn Locke (Assistant Director); 
Joel Aldape; David Alexander; Nanette J. Barton; Billy Commons, III; Eric 
Hauswirth; Susan Hsu; Mary Catherine Hult; Linda Miller; Robin Nye; Luis 
E. Rodriguez; and Su Jin Yon made key contributions to this report. 

 

Appendix I: GAO Contact and Staff 
Acknowledgments 

GAO Contact 

Staff 
Acknowledgments 

(441124) 

mailto:larencee@gao.gov�


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

The Government Accountability Office, the audit, evaluation, and 
investigative arm of Congress, exists to support Congress in meeting its 
constitutional responsibilities and to help improve the performance and 
accountability of the federal government for the American people. GAO 
examines the use of public funds; evaluates federal programs and 
policies; and provides analyses, recommendations, and other assistance 
to help Congress make informed oversight, policy, and funding decisions. 
GAO’s commitment to good government is reflected in its core values of 
accountability, integrity, and reliability. 

The fastest and easiest way to obtain copies of GAO documents at no 
cost is through GAO’s website (http://www.gao.gov). Each weekday 
afternoon, GAO posts on its website newly released reports, testimony, 
and correspondence. To have GAO e-mail you a list of newly posted 
products, go to http://www.gao.gov and select “E-mail Updates.” 

The price of each GAO publication reflects GAO’s actual cost of 
production and distribution and depends on the number of pages in the 
publication and whether the publication is printed in color or black and 
white. Pricing and ordering information is posted on GAO’s website, 
http://www.gao.gov/ordering.htm.  

Place orders by calling (202) 512-6000, toll free (866) 801-7077, or  
TDD (202) 512-2537. 

Orders may be paid for using American Express, Discover Card, 
MasterCard, Visa, check, or money order. Call for additional information. 

Connect with GAO on Facebook, Flickr, Twitter, and YouTube. 
Subscribe to our RSS Feeds or E-mail Updates. Listen to our Podcasts . 
Visit GAO on the web at www.gao.gov. 

Contact: 

Website: http://www.gao.gov/fraudnet/fraudnet.htm 
E-mail: fraudnet@gao.gov 
Automated answering system: (800) 424-5454 or (202) 512-7470 

Katherine Siggerud, Managing Director, siggerudk@gao.gov, (202) 512-
4400, U.S. Government Accountability Office, 441 G Street NW, Room 
7125, Washington, DC 20548 

Chuck Young, Managing Director, youngc1@gao.gov, (202) 512-4800 
U.S. Government Accountability Office, 441 G Street NW, Room 7149  
Washington, DC 20548 

GAO’s Mission 

Obtaining Copies of 
GAO Reports and 
Testimony 

Order by Phone 

Connect with GAO 

To Report Fraud, 
Waste, and Abuse in 
Federal Programs 

Congressional 
Relations 

Public Affairs 

Please Print on Recycled Paper.

http://www.gao.gov/�
http://www.gao.gov/�
http://www.gao.gov/ordering.htm�
http://facebook.com/usgao�
http://flickr.com/usgao�
http://twitter.com/usgao�
http://youtube.com/usgao�
http://www.gao.gov/feeds.html�
http://www.gao.gov/subscribe/index.php�
http://www.gao.gov/podcast/watchdog.html�
http://www.gao.gov/�
http://www.gao.gov/fraudnet/fraudnet.htm�
mailto:fraudnet@gao.gov�
mailto:siggerudk@gao.gov�
mailto:youngc1@gao.gov�

	BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS AND EXPLOSIVES
	Enhancing Data Collection Could Improve Management of Investigations
	Contents
	 
	Background
	ATF is Focusing More on the Most Violent Criminal Threats and on Using Criminal Intelligence Data to Better Target Violent Crime Than it Did in Fiscal Year 2003
	ATF Faces Projected Reductions in  Staff and Reports Funding and Hiring Challenges
	ATF Does Not Have Readily Available Data to Monitor the Timeliness and Outcomes of Delayed Denial Investigations
	Timeliness Compliance
	Investigation Outcomes

	Conclusions
	Recommendation for Executive Action
	Agency Comments and Our Evaluation

	Appendix I: GAO Contact and Staff Acknowledgments
	GAO Contact
	Staff Acknowledgments


	d14553high.pdf
	BUREAU OF ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, FIREARMS AND EXPLOSIVES
	Why GAO Did This Study
	What GAO Recommends
	What GAO Found



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /PageByPage
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Sheetfed Uncoated v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.7
  /CompressObjects /All
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 220
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 220
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 900
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents suitable for reliable viewing and printing of business documents.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


