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PROCLTR 03-
MEMORANDUM FOR PROCLTR DISTRIBUTION LIST
SUBJECT:  Homeland Security Act and Temporary Emergency Procurement Authority, DLAD 13.003

and 13.201 
     The purpose of this PROCLTR is to implement guidance specific to an interim rule published in the Federal Register on January 27, 2003 implementing the subject authorities.  
     The interim rule made significant changes to both the micro-purchase threshold and the simplified acquisition threshold, and also authorized streamlined procedures for procurements that facilitate the defense against or recovery from terrorism or nuclear, biological, chemical, or radiological attack.  
     This PROCLTR is effective immediately and expires upon incorporation of the coverage into the DLAD.  To further assist you, flow charts and a matrix reflecting the decision logic pertaining to the new micro-purchase and simplified acquisition authorities can be found at http://www.dla.mil/j-3/j-336/logisticspolicy/procltrspage_2.htm.  If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Mr. Frank Pane of my staff.  He may be reached at either (703) 767-1461 (DSN 427) or francis_pane@hq.dla.mil.







     CLAUDIA S. KNOTT






     Executive Director          
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COORDINATION:  J-3311____   J-3312____ J-3313____DG____  J-33(COL A):_____
                                 DLAD Editor____BSM_____
PART 13

SIMPLIFIED ACQUISITION PROCEDURES

***
13.003
-- Policy

13.003(a)  The Contracting Officer is delegated the authority to make the determination specified at 2.101, Simplified Acquisition Threshold (2), that the acquisitions are to be used to facilitate defense against or recovery from terrorism or nuclear, biological, chemical, or radiological attack, thereby authorizing the use of the higher SAT thresholds specified under that section.  The specific authority utilized (i.e. Temporary Emergency Procurement Authority or Homeland Security Act) shall be documented in the contract file.  Combining the authorities on a single procurement to take advantage of the most favorable aspects of each authority is not allowed; the requirements of whichever authority is used must be fully complied with.    
***
Subpart 13.2 – Actions at or Below the Micro-Purchase Threshold

13.201 -- General 

***

13.201(g)(1)  For other than Purchase Card acquisitions, the authority to make the determination that the acquisitions of supplies or services are to be used to facilitate defense against or recovery from  terrorism or nuclear, biological, chemical, or radiological attack is delegated to the Contracting Officer.  The specific authority utilized (i.e. Temporary Emergency Procurement Authority or Homeland Security Act) shall be documented in the contract file.  For Purchase Card acquisitions, the determination authority is delegated to the individual specified in DLAI 4105.3 who provides the written pre-approval when purchasing other than routine office supplies.  The written pre-approval will briefly describe why the acquisition meets the requirements for the higher micro-purchase threshold authority (i.e. how it facilitates defense against or recovery from …radiological attack).  Additionally, the Purchase Card Order Log shall be annotated to reflect the specific authority used.  
***
Document for On-line reference library:   




[image: image1.wmf]ref library.doc (159 

KB)

  
Email from Mary Perry ( 8/22/2002) Job aid: 

[image: image2.wmf]Characteristics Jod 

Aid 6_04_0...

             
BSM PD2 CWG Issue DBMS : 

[image: image3.emf]U:\My Documents\ BSM PD2 CWG issue DBMS@.xls

          
PROCUREMENT AUTHORITY:

[image: image4.wmf]Acrobat Document

         
[image: image5.emf]C:\Documents and  Settings\fhp0094\Desktop\ProcurementAuthority matrix.pdf

            


_1107866482.unknown

_1107868732.xls
Sheet1

												2/27/03

		Issue		POC		Action		Start		Complete		Memo

		Notice to Supplier on clause fill-ins and also to address 52.211.9000		Nancy		8/20 - Request forwarded to webmaster for posting		8/19/02		8/20/02		Ref issue #30, Notice ammended in Srweb.

		FAR/DFARS Update Installs and the impact on Fill-in clauses –		Nancy/ Kate		Need to develop process for keeping fill-ins in FAR/DFARS Clauses						Ref issue #40.   CWG PD2 update subcommittee can back brief CWG.

		Determine volume of clauses requiring fill-ins (DFARS/FAR)		Charles						9/11/02		Ref Issue #40 & #4  Approx total FAR clauses=57, and DFARS=21   FAR 21  DFARS 4

		SRweb quoting Info change to provide instruction on fill-ins				Action not required at this time				9/4/02		Statement Posted

		Request Denise revise current Help desk Remedy ticket on surplus clause to reflect programming problem  52.211-9000		Nancy		Will follow-up wk of 9/9/02.   The Fix is outside CWG						see email of 8/19

		Determine if release 2 has fill-in workaround solution		Martha		Pending.   Martha sending email to John Simpson				9/16/02 (MK)		Need to put a SIR in but first we need to figure out what we want.  E.g., questions. 9/16/02 (Martha) John Simpson advises the solution for Release 2 needs to be developed; wants something similar to DIBBS.  A group similar to previous SR/OE Web group will be reconvened, and will need to work jointly with CWG on this development.

		Duplicate fill-in requirements e.g. FOB origin, qty price break 52.213-9000		Mary P/DSCR		Reviewing						Still working

		Mary, Just pulled a DSCR solicitation and 52.217-9002 (Jul 2002) is now on our printed copies but the date on the view clauses is different Jun 04, 2002 - see screen print attached.  I'm wondering if the date shown on the screen print is the effective date we put in when loading the clauses.		/Mary		Need to research & discuss.      Ready to submit remedy ticket#   57610						Still working  DSCC remedy ticket attached to Mary Perry's 9/17/02 email.  No ticket # provided.

		The DLAD clauses/provisions listed below are still printing incorrectly (need to be resaved  under - Normal - Times New Roman - 10).             52.213-9006  OEWeb Eval Info - we should also delete the prescriptive language that follow the title and show date as (AUG 2002).  We've lost formatting again.      52.247-9006  FOB DEST Price Quoting - Show date as (JUL 2002).  We've lost formatting. 
Might also look at 52.247-9007, 52.247-9008, 52.247-9009, and 52.247-9020 to make sure they are retaining the formatting and are saved as stated above.		Charles/Mary		Resolve & advise on 52.17-9007,8,9,& 20     Randal / Kate				8/26/02		RTF format ??  Vs. .doc  we'll ask AMS if this is true   No reply from AMS as of 9/11/02       IAW 9/12/02 email forwarded by Kate from AMS' Kim Ford, The FAR and DFAR clauses in 4.2 are in .rtf but the clause team said that the local clauses being loaded as .doc (which is how it is automatically done when loading through the Clauses task) should not affect anything.

		52.213-9005  SRWeb Quoting - first paragraph - title statement is not bolded but sentence following is bolded.		Charles/Mary						8/26/02

		52.223-9000  Material Safety Data Sheets - the clause number is missing and the title line needs to be fixed to show the date and DLAD after the complete title.		Charles/Mary						8/26/02

		FAR Provision 52.252-5 is now showing (b) on second paragraph - instead it starts with d. and a number of blank spaces before showing the rest of the paragraph text		Charles/Mary						8/26/02

		Because of the issue with advance pmt, progress pmts, we need to figure out how this should work from a policy perspective.  She used the example of subclins where we made the corporate decision not to use subclins on bsm buys.       She asked me to ask the CWG how the current logic is written and how it is pulling in so buyers won’t incorporate the clauses and lead vendors to believe they can have them.  I sure hope the advance pymt clause is something we do routinely, and my guess is that we don’t use the progress payment clause very often based on what we buy.   Anyway, long story short, I am going to put it on the agenda for tomorrow’s conference call – I forgot to discuss it today.  I’ll send a heads up email.  We’ll need to figure out what the logic currently is and determine how to alert buyers not to solicit under bsm if they are using the clauses.				N/A				8/26/02		See issue # 27

		We need to discuss Remedy ticket number 54889 (PD2 fill-in however clause logic comes up as read only.  I think its 52.246-9I10 (G&I local clause?) tomorrow at our conference call.  Need to resolve right away if its something we can address.  Is this a logic fix, is intended to be so, or something out of our hands.				Hi all - I checked this morning in PD2 and 52.246-9I10 was not coded as a fill-in.  So after checking the clause and making sure there was a fill in I took the liberty of checking the box (problem solved - 1 remedy ticket down).  I am also attaching the screen print.  Mary				8/22/02

		IAW PROCLTR 02-13 Add into PD2 clauses 52.211-9006 &7		Charles		Update completed 9/16/02				9/16/02		Is a remedy ticket needed for the slowness and often lost connection status in PD2.

		Very simplistic and as outlined in the text of the clause - this is the direction we think we will be taking in our implementation guidance.   When the cascading set-aside applies, the buy will not only include the appropriate cascading clause (for Richmond this will be either 52.219-9008 or 52.219-9009) but also the FAR set-aside clauses that apply (HUBZone 52.219-3 and Total set-aside 52.219-6 or its alt).     If the auto buy fails for other than set-aside and the cascading clause is present and a qualified HUBZone quote is received at a reasonable price, then the buyer should only consider the HUBZone quote.  If no HUBZone quote is received or is not qualified or price is unreasonable, then the buyer should consider the SB quotes.  If no qualified HUBZone or SB quotes are received at reasonable prices, then the buyer, in accordance with FAR, should resolict as unrestricted.     If the auto award fails for set-aside, the buy should have a message that the reason for auto award reject is the set-aside failure (hopefully this was programmed).   Buyer, in accordance with FAR, should resolict as unrestricted.   From Issue 20-  How buyers do manual evaluation on cascading set-asides (need John Dotchin's input on this one)		Martha		Working  Need input from Martha   Auto eval was turned on Thursday 9/12/02						Martha developed new paragraph; 9/16/02 (Martha) Mary Massaro requested additional info (OE Web rejection message), which I provided to her.  Mary is reviewing paragraph and additional info, to determine whether she concurs with draft paragraph or wants changes to it.

		Clause Tracking tool is avalable but access is limited		Kate		CWG names were provided but awaiting the URL.   The CTT URL is:
http://pwcdla.dynsys.com/				8/28/02		No FAR DFARS info potential expansion.

		Auto Award program (Auto-eval)		Martha/ Bob Paugh		Will be turned on in a few days  No action for CWG				9/16/02 (MK)		Auto eval was turned on, on Thursday, Sep 12.

		Remedy tickets for addressing		Kate		Ongoing forever !!!

		Job Aid needs review by CWG  (Identify specific job aid)		CWG / Martha		waiting for clarification…will formally send out     Provide comments						For AO: coordinate with field BSM POCs on new DLAD clauses; 9/16/02 (Martha): Updated full version sent to CWG today.  On streamlined list, never got any feedback from CWG.  Resending this out today, requesting feedback again.

		Clause update override issue   Not possible so its complete		Kate		ask PD2 experts if  global printing is possible				9/11/02		Discuss on 8/27/02

		Multiple Alerts buyers receive.		CWG		Tell buyer to ignore clause update alerts & delete them.				resolved

		Progress Payment Issue		Jerry/Martha		Working .  Not a CWG issue.  Its being worked outside CWG   Will a business rule suffice in leiu of a policy change. Buyer needs to know what code to use as paying office.  A meeting was held on this.						1 solution- could use Ppon 4 DSCC contracts  Put MOCAS in lieu of SAP ---   BSM PP in awards -Use MOCAS    Need to check policy

		DLAD clause in PD2 52.213-9001 ( Different date from whats in DLAD )		charles		Multiple clause issue & Srweb problem.   DLAD, PD2, & SRweb are in sync (clause date: May 1999)  see RFQ: SPE760-02-T-0471						Which quote is printing wrong ?    Mary will forward remedy ticket…see email from Mary Perry of 9/17/02 2t 6:pm

		Tech data issue::                                        From issue 17- Just found out yesterday that any available technical data for BSM items is supposed to be on one website - rather than having vendors come into the ICP  Tech Data areas (former process)  We have a local notice in PD2 that must
be changed to incorporate this new information.  I believe Columbus has a similar clause. 
Thought we might want to consider adding this information (or at least the
website) in 52.213-9005 so that information is readily available in one location to advise vendors of where to get tech data in the event the item description cites drawings.  (Vendors get frustrated when they're shuffled from one place to another to get information pertinent to quoting.  If we can add this to the provision, then we at least eliminated one click - to  read the message - before moving to tech data link.)   FYI - DSCR has
already had complaints from vendors who were not aware they were not to continue to go to Tech Data.  (Evidently, they did not get the mail.)       From issue 19-   New way technical info (drawings) are available to vendors (possibly add to 52.213-9005) (Note: This may be what you intended with Revision of 52.213-9005 below, but wasn't sure cause haven't been here.)		Martha / Anne		Revised DRAFT Clause for handling technical drawings in BSM procurements is below.  Please attend a telecon on Wed, Sep 4 at 11 a.m. to discuss the remaining issues below and try to reach consensus on clause language, so we can implement it as quickly as possible.  Call in to 847-714-4281, id 9138.  (Appreciate all staff at each site calling in on 1 line, as only have 5 spaces set up.)  If I've missed anyone in addresses, please forward.  Thanks very much!          Working !!!						being worked,  Martha will get back with us.              Defining clause    working w/ her tech folks.  9/16/02 (Martha King): Talked with Anne Burleigh, who advised needs little further coordination with DSCC (Kate Minor), and then will do one more quick coordination with entire CWG.

		32 Fill-in issue ( surplus material clause )  52.211-9000		Martha/Kate		Solution 1 from Martha email selected by CWG.  Still waiting for AMS input.                                                                               Per the last CWG phone call, believe we need to write up a short notice to vendors informing them of this change.  Need to post it to the SRweb page--can you put something together and forward to me and Rob Gee.				8/29/02		In nutshell, for vendors not offering surplus, there is now only 1 fill-in where they have to enter N/A.  For vendors offering surplus, they will be inserting all vendor fill-ins for this clause into 1 box.  Hope this reduces the pain for vendors not quoting surplus, and also provides a viable way for vendors offering surplus to submit necessary info to us.

		52.233-9000 -  was coming in in full text - checked the rule and changed to by reference since there was no fill in and could not find a DLAD requirement that it needed to be in full text		Mary						8/28/02

		There appears to be a problem with K, L, and M printing in the award.  I have reviewed the following provisions and can not determine why they are coming in unless it is the use with; however, not all of them have use with tied to the provision.  (see summary)           FAR 52.222-22 - Section K - all rules have IFB, RFP, RFQ - use with 52.222-26 which is in I.  This also is coming in <Micropurchase - not sure if we need this rule.        DFARS 252.211-7001 - Section L - all rules have IFB, RFP, RFQ.  The rule also appears to be bringing the provision into everything < Micro - think we should better define the rule to Specs, Drawings, etc if possible.
DFARS 252.225-7000, Section K - all rules have IFB, RFP, RFQ, use with 252.225-7001 which is in I.
DFARS 252.225-7003, Section K - added IFB, RFP, RFQ to Rules 1, 2, and 3.  Rules 2 and 3 have use with 52.225-8 but rule 1 does not?  Also, Required on all rules is OPT not RWA?
DLAD 52.211-9003, Section L, rule has IFB, RFP, RFQ, use with 52.211-9000.      DLAD 52.213-9001, Section M, rule has IFB, RFP, RFQ, no use with.  Also, is coded as a full text but no fill in; however, it is a requirement of DLAD that if you doing multiple awards you need to let the offeror know how many you anticipate.  DSCC has a note in theirs - what about the other ICPs?    DLAD 52.217-9002, Section L, rule has RFP, RFQ, no use with  Bottom line is it appears that K, L, and M appearing in the awards is a problem - suggest Remedy Ticket be issued.		Kate/Charles   Mary		* Kate: Issue a remedy ticket ;  J-3311 will determine if suspension will continue.				9/18/02		Charles get w/ Nancy about suspension.         Mary submitted remedy ticket -- Need #:   ( 56416 - and yesterday I got an email saying that it had been fixed; however, I do  not know what the fix was and if it is working.  I am trying to confirm that it is indeed fixed.)

		DLAD 52.223-9000 - two clauses - two rules		Charles		J-3311 went into PD2 and updated the second duplicate rule				8/30/02

		The following DLAD clauses/provisions do not appear in PD2 (No clause text nor clause rule) and I am not sure if they just didn't get loaded or if a decision was made not to use them   52.215-9001 - EVALUATION FACTOR FOR PREAWARD SURVEY (MAR 1994)
52.216-9000 - Implementation of FAR 52.216-2 - ECONOMIC PRICE ADJUSTMENT - STANDARD SUPPLIES (JAN 2002)
52.216-9001 - Implementation of FAR 52.216-3 - ECONOMIC PRICE ADJUSTMENT - SEMISTANDARD SUPPLIES (JAN 2002)
52.216-9002 - Implementation of FAR 52.216-4 - ECONOIMC PRICE ADJUSTMENT - LABOR AND MATERIAL (JAN 2002)
52.219-9001 - SET-ASIDE OF ACQUISITIONS OF ITEMS LISTED IN THE SCHEDULE OF PRODUCTS MADE IN FEDERAL PENAL AND CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTIONS (JUN 2002)		Jerry / Charles		52.215-9001(DSCR does not use), 52.216-9000, 52.216-9001,&2, 52.219-9001 These clauses are not on the Clause characteristics spreadsheet, however 52.219-9001 does have some data so I created a new clause rule in PD2 but no clause yet.  I need the remaining characteristics to finish.  I will inform Action officer  Mary Massary.   Should have tentative clause rule logic in morning						Needs clause & rule

		52.211-9009 - Non-Acceptability of Government Surplus Material (APR 2002) (loaded the text - but need rule)  Also, might need to check rules for the additional Surplus clauses that were revised when 52.211-9009 was added.		Martha / Charles		working !!!   For details see charles' email of 9/19/02, subject: 52.211-9006.				9/19/02

		Nancy:   I remember from testing that there were some DLA rules and I thought there were 6 but the DLA rules did not get loaded or transferred when they transferred them from GP1 to PP1		Martha / Charles		From Martha email of 8/29/02:      Based on your feedback that DLA rules for 52.213-1 were not loaded, and that wanted me to do this immediately, I loaded the rules below.  Also, I disassociated the 1 PD2 rule for this clause, because it did not limit this clause to only DVDs, not FOB origin (all types), not inspection at KR (i.e., it would have caused this clause to come in much more broadly than regulation (DFARS, DLAD) allows).    The first 3 rules should come into manual and auto, and the second 3 rules should just come into manual.   May need to tweak rule 3 to add some medical FSCs next week (waiting on feedback from Dan Sfamurri on this, and will discuss with you (Jim)).
These rules have a few differences from what was in worksheet.  Differences are identified by yellow background in attached file.  Charles and/or Joe, please use logic in attached for documenting local rules for FAR/DFARS clauses in the Clause Tracking Tool.  Thanks   If there is a remedy ticket for this, it needs to be closed				9/16/02 (MK)		FOB issue remains.  Put 52.213-1 in a note so its more obvious.           Martha will send email to Financial folks & advise outcome.  9/16/02 (Martha): Sent email out advising Fast Pay can be made in SAP without FOB terms.   Fast Pay

		52.209-1 has 1 PD2 rule (> micro, supplies, not include) and 1 DLA rule (QPL item, supply, include).  The PD2 rule would cause 52.209-1 to come into all manual over micro (i.e., much more broadly than we want) for review.  Creates unnecessary review time for buyers.  So I disassociated it		Martha / DSCR		Martha will provide Training session				9/11/02		DSCR Local Rule  Need a new data criteria.

		Located one new clause related Remedy Ticket: #55814, Fast Award Logic                                Description of issue:  "Per conversation with John  Dotchin, Fast Award Logic needs to be changed to look for solicitations that are equal or less than $2500 and for the evaluation piece look for the lowest offer and if greater than $2500, and not past the closing date, do not award.  Continue to check offers every day and if one is received=<$2500 then award f not then award after closing date.  Called this into the SPS Help Desk . .. "		Kate		FYI

		cut/copy the fill-in clauses into a MS word document?  Once this is completed, I will liaison with Sustainment to initiate a test of the clause updates.  Let me know--thanks!!		Charles		Still working. Ref issue 25 and its just FAR & DFARS				9/11/02

		I believe we left the PD2 rule as DSCR uses this clause for buys with an AMSC Code B and C (source control).  So that we do not burden buyers from the other Centers, can we have another DLA rule of (supplies, DSCR, not include).  This will keep our buyers from having to "add" the clause (which seems to be a harder process than originally thought - may be a training		Martha / Jean		See issue #38				9/11/02

		PD2 clauses not pulling in under MPT  e.g., 52.246-2		Charles / CWG		Provide list of clauses that need new DLA rules.   1. I copied PD2 52.246-2 #2,  renamed it DLA 52.246-2 #2, and updated its MPT characteristics, and disassociated the original #2 rule. 
2. I copied PD2 52.246-2 #4,  renamed it DLA 52.246-2 #4, and removed the > MPT clause characteristic and disassociated the original #4 rule.				9/11/2002   9/26/02		Nancy to ask Joe if he has the List of clauses that he questioned rules/logic on.  Confirm its working   It should be done today !!!

		Clause database usage block		Mary		Mary submitting Remedy Ticket #(______) on " enter feature" ---  Software not working properly						working  see Mary's email of 9/18/02

		Links on Srweb -		Mary		Clauses goes to FAR _ Hill index vs. actual clause.  DLAD clause pulling up older version   remedy ticket #________						working    Problem with hyperlink…Mary will forward remedy ticket

		DLAD 52.249-9000 Administrative Costs of Reprocurement After  Default		Mary/CWG		Are you not in favor of deleting?  See Jean Lorh email of 9/16/02.  Pending Nancy's final decision I made this change.				9/25/02

		Preclude DLAD clause 52.247-9000 ( Guaranteed Max. shipping weights or dimensions ) for DSCR buys.		Jean		see Jeans email of 9/26/02

		Who will load CTT for centers ?		CWG

		Large spreasheet will or will not track local clause changes ?		CWG

		Trade agreements update issue..get details from Jean Lohr		Jean

		BSM PD2 clause logic change request process needs to be discussed further		CWG
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Administrator:

From Martha King's 8/29/02 email  subject:  changed setup for 52.211-9000

Dear All, 

Around 10 a.m. today, I changed the 52.211-9000 Government Surplus Material clause set-up as shown below. Anticipated another 200 PRs being dropped and wanted to get the fix in before that happened, so went ahead and took care of all changes. 

In nutshell, for vendors not offering surplus, there is now only 1 fill-in where they have to enter N/A.  For vendors offering surplus, they will be inserting all vendor fill-ins for this clause into 1 box.  Hope this reduces the pain for vendors not quoting surplus, and also provides a viable way for vendors offering surplus to submit necessary info to us. 

If someone has a ticket on this issue, could probably go ahead and close it out based on this "fix".

1) For SR Web solicitation vendor fill-ins: Changed from 32 boxes to 1 box.

2) For SR Web Notice to Suppliers: Changed existing notice of suppliers related to fill-ins to the following (new language is bolded):NOTICE TO SUPPLIERS Requests for Quote (RFQs) on SRweb may contain provisions and clauses that require an offeror response via vendor fill-in. When responding to RFQs with provisions/clauses containing vendor fill-ins, the offeror MUST COMPLETE ALL VENDOR FILL-INs as appropriate. If a specific provision/clause or any fill-in within a specific provision/clause does not apply to the quote being submitted, the vendor shall insert "N/A" as appropriate. Special Note for DLA Clause 52.211-9000, Government Surplus Material: Offerors providing other than surplus material, as defined in the clause, must complete a single response indicating “N/A”. Offerors providing surplus material must provide all vendor fill-ins; further instructions are at beginning of clause text. 

3) For clause text: Changed notice at top of clause to following: Notice to Offerors:  For offerors NOT providing surplus material as defined in this clause: If quoting electronically via SRweb, insert N/A in the single fill-in box associated with this clause, located at beginning of Section I.  If not quoting via SRweb, fill-in is not required.  For offerors providing surplus material as defined in this clause:  All vendor fill-ins must be completed.  If quoting electronically via SRweb, insert all fill-ins into the single fill-in box associated with this clause, located at beginning of Section I.  Each fill-in must be preceded by number shown in clause text below.  All fill-in numbers must be included and addressed; for any that do not apply, insert “N/A” after the number.  (Note: The single fill-in box is limited to 2000 characters.  Conserve space by listing each fill-in directly after preceding one.)  If not quoting via SRweb, complete all vendor fill-ins in clause text itself.

Other info:  I "tested" doing all 32 fill-ins and was able to do all of them in about 900 characters.  However, there are numerous areas in this clause that say vendor must attach or forward certain info to the contracting officer, or that say they can do this or provide the info as fill-in.  For my test, I included a minimal amount of info for these areas. Based on this, the remaining 1100 characters may not be enough for vendor to communicate all additional info (if what they need to submit is voluminous).  Vendor may still need (as clause language anticipated) to submit additional info off line. Therefore, I did not make any statement saying offer may not be considered if vendor does not provide ALL data (including the additional info) (as was requested in our telecon).  Just didn't think we (govt) are in strong enough position to require this based on our limitations: 1) limitation of 2000 characters in single SR Web box, 2) fact that we do not yet have way in BSM to provide buyer's facsimile or email to vendors (for them to submit additional info instanteously).

Hope this approach will work ok.  If it doesn't, please let me and Nancy Heimbaugh know and we will try to address any problems with it.

Administrator:
In the future a record of all clause updates will be posted at http://www.dla.mil/j-3/j-336/bsm.htm

Administrator:
According to my list 215-9001 had no data on spreadsheet.  216-9000,1,&2 were new DLAD clauses. 52.219-9001 was reserved in DLAD.
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		Issue		POC		Action		Start		Complete		Memo

		Notice to Supplier on clause fill-ins and also to address 52.211.9000		Nancy		8/20 - Request forwarded to webmaster for posting		8/19/02		8/20/02		Ref issue #30, Notice ammended in Srweb.

		We need to discuss Remedy ticket number 54889 (PD2 fill-in however clause logic comes up as read only.  I think its 52.246-9I10 (G&I local clause?) tomorrow at our conference call.  Need to resolve right away if its something we can address.  Is this a logic fix, is intended to be so, or something out of our hands.				Hi all - I checked this morning in PD2 and 52.246-9I10 was not coded as a fill-in.  So after checking the clause and making sure there was a fill in I took the liberty of checking the box (problem solved - 1 remedy ticket down).  I am also attaching the screen print.  Mary				8/22/02

		The DLAD clauses/provisions listed below are still printing incorrectly (need to be resaved  under - Normal - Times New Roman - 10).             52.213-9006  OEWeb Eval Info - we should also delete the prescriptive language that follow the title and show date as (AUG 2002).  We've lost formatting again.      52.247-9006  FOB DEST Price Quoting - Show date as (JUL 2002).  We've lost formatting. 
Might also look at 52.247-9007, 52.247-9008, 52.247-9009, and 52.247-9020 to make sure they are retaining the formatting and are saved as stated above.		Charles/Mary		Resolve & advise on 52.17-9007,8,9,& 20     Randal / Kate				8/26/02		RTF format ??  Vs. .doc  we'll ask AMS if this is true   No reply from AMS as of 9/11/02       IAW 9/12/02 email forwarded by Kate from AMS' Kim Ford, The FAR and DFAR clauses in 4.2 are in .rtf but the clause team said that the local clauses being loaded as .doc (which is how it is automatically done when loading through the Clauses task) should not affect anything.

		52.213-9005  SRWeb Quoting - first paragraph - title statement is not bolded but sentence following is bolded.		Charles/Mary						8/26/02

		52.223-9000  Material Safety Data Sheets - the clause number is missing and the title line needs to be fixed to show the date and DLAD after the complete title.		Charles/Mary						8/26/02

		FAR Provision 52.252-5 is now showing (b) on second paragraph - instead it starts with d. and a number of blank spaces before showing the rest of the paragraph text		Charles/Mary						8/26/02

		Because of the issue with advance pmt, progress pmts, we need to figure out how this should work from a policy perspective.  She used the example of subclins where we made the corporate decision not to use subclins on bsm buys.       She asked me to ask the CWG how the current logic is written and how it is pulling in so buyers won’t incorporate the clauses and lead vendors to believe they can have them.  I sure hope the advance pymt clause is something we do routinely, and my guess is that we don’t use the progress payment clause very often based on what we buy.   Anyway, long story short, I am going to put it on the agenda for tomorrow’s conference call – I forgot to discuss it today.  I’ll send a heads up email.  We’ll need to figure out what the logic currently is and determine how to alert buyers not to solicit under bsm if they are using the clauses.				N/A				8/26/02		See issue # 27

		Clause Tracking tool is avalable but access is limited		Kate		CWG names were provided but awaiting the URL.   The CTT URL is:
http://pwcdla.dynsys.com/				8/28/02		No FAR DFARS info potential expansion.

		52.233-9000 -  was coming in in full text - checked the rule and changed to by reference since there was no fill in and could not find a DLAD requirement that it needed to be in full text		Mary						8/28/02

		32 Fill-in issue ( surplus material clause )  52.211-9000		Martha/Kate		Solution 1 from Martha email selected by CWG.  Still waiting for AMS input.                                                                               Per the last CWG phone call, believe we need to write up a short notice to vendors informing them of this change.  Need to post it to the SRweb page--can you put something together and forward to me and Rob Gee.				8/29/02		In nutshell, for vendors not offering surplus, there is now only 1 fill-in where they have to enter N/A.  For vendors offering surplus, they will be inserting all vendor fill-ins for this clause into 1 box.  Hope this reduces the pain for vendors not quoting surplus, and also provides a viable way for vendors offering surplus to submit necessary info to us.

		DLAD 52.223-9000 - two clauses - two rules		Charles		J-3311 went into PD2 and updated the second duplicate rule				8/30/02

		SRweb quoting Info change to provide instruction on fill-ins				Action not required at this time				9/4/02		Statement Posted

		Determine volume of clauses requiring fill-ins (DFARS/FAR)		Charles						9/11/02		Ref Issue #40 & #4  Approx total FAR clauses=57, and DFARS=21   FAR 21  DFARS 4

		Clause update override issue   Not possible so its complete		Kate		ask PD2 experts if  global printing is possible				9/11/02		Discuss on 8/27/02

		52.209-1 has 1 PD2 rule (> micro, supplies, not include) and 1 DLA rule (QPL item, supply, include).  The PD2 rule would cause 52.209-1 to come into all manual over micro (i.e., much more broadly than we want) for review.  Creates unnecessary review time for buyers.  So I disassociated it		Martha / DSCR		Martha will provide Training session				9/11/02		DSCR Local Rule  Need a new data criteria.

		cut/copy the fill-in clauses into a MS word document?  Once this is completed, I will liaison with Sustainment to initiate a test of the clause updates.  Let me know--thanks!!		Charles		Still working. Ref issue 25 and its just FAR & DFARS				9/11/02

		I believe we left the PD2 rule as DSCR uses this clause for buys with an AMSC Code B and C (source control).  So that we do not burden buyers from the other Centers, can we have another DLA rule of (supplies, DSCR, not include).  This will keep our buyers from having to "add" the clause (which seems to be a harder process than originally thought - may be a training		Martha / Jean		See issue #38				9/11/02

		IAW PROCLTR 02-13 Add into PD2 clauses 52.211-9006 &7		Charles		Update completed 9/16/02				9/16/02		Is a remedy ticket needed for the slowness and often lost connection status in PD2.

		There appears to be a problem with K, L, and M printing in the award.  I have reviewed the following provisions and can not determine why they are coming in unless it is the use with; however, not all of them have use with tied to the provision.  (see summary)           FAR 52.222-22 - Section K - all rules have IFB, RFP, RFQ - use with 52.222-26 which is in I.  This also is coming in <Micropurchase - not sure if we need this rule.        DFARS 252.211-7001 - Section L - all rules have IFB, RFP, RFQ.  The rule also appears to be bringing the provision into everything < Micro - think we should better define the rule to Specs, Drawings, etc if possible.
DFARS 252.225-7000, Section K - all rules have IFB, RFP, RFQ, use with 252.225-7001 which is in I.
DFARS 252.225-7003, Section K - added IFB, RFP, RFQ to Rules 1, 2, and 3.  Rules 2 and 3 have use with 52.225-8 but rule 1 does not?  Also, Required on all rules is OPT not RWA?
DLAD 52.211-9003, Section L, rule has IFB, RFP, RFQ, use with 52.211-9000.      DLAD 52.213-9001, Section M, rule has IFB, RFP, RFQ, no use with.  Also, is coded as a full text but no fill in; however, it is a requirement of DLAD that if you doing multiple awards you need to let the offeror know how many you anticipate.  DSCC has a note in theirs - what about the other ICPs?    DLAD 52.217-9002, Section L, rule has RFP, RFQ, no use with  Bottom line is it appears that K, L, and M appearing in the awards is a problem - suggest Remedy Ticket be issued.		Kate/Charles   Mary		* Kate: Issue a remedy ticket ;  J-3311 will determine if suspension will continue.				9/18/02		Charles get w/ Nancy about suspension.         Mary submitted remedy ticket -- Need #:   ( 56416 - and yesterday I got an email saying that it had been fixed; however, I do  not know what the fix was and if it is working.  I am trying to confirm that it is indeed fixed.)

		52.211-9009 - Non-Acceptability of Government Surplus Material (APR 2002) (loaded the text - but need rule)  Also, might need to check rules for the additional Surplus clauses that were revised when 52.211-9009 was added.		Martha / Charles		working !!!   For details see charles' email of 9/19/02, subject: 52.211-9006.				9/19/02

		DLAD 52.249-9000 Administrative Costs of Reprocurement After  Default		Mary/CWG		Are you not in favor of deleting?  See Jean Lorh email of 9/16/02.  Pending Nancy's final decision I made this change.				9/25/02

		PD2 clauses not pulling in under MPT  e.g., 52.246-2		Charles / CWG		Provide list of clauses that need new DLA rules.   1. I copied PD2 52.246-2 #2,  renamed it DLA 52.246-2 #2, and updated its MPT characteristics, and disassociated the original #2 rule. 
2. I copied PD2 52.246-2 #4,  renamed it DLA 52.246-2 #4, and removed the > MPT clause characteristic and disassociated the original #4 rule.				9/11/2002   9/26/02		Nancy to ask Joe if he has the List of clauses that he questioned rules/logic on.  Confirm its working   It should be done today !!!

		Determine if release 2 has fill-in workaround solution		Martha		Pending.   Martha sending email to John Simpson				9/16/02 (MK)		Need to put a SIR in but first we need to figure out what we want.  E.g., questions. 9/16/02 (Martha) John Simpson advises the solution for Release 2 needs to be developed; wants something similar to DIBBS.  A group similar to previous SR/OE Web group will be reconvened, and will need to work jointly with CWG on this development.

		Auto Award program (Auto-eval)		Martha/ Bob Paugh		Will be turned on in a few days  No action for CWG				9/16/02 (MK)		Auto eval was turned on, on Thursday, Sep 12.

		Nancy:   I remember from testing that there were some DLA rules and I thought there were 6 but the DLA rules did not get loaded or transferred when they transferred them from GP1 to PP1		Martha / Charles		From Martha email of 8/29/02:      Based on your feedback that DLA rules for 52.213-1 were not loaded, and that wanted me to do this immediately, I loaded the rules below.  Also, I disassociated the 1 PD2 rule for this clause, because it did not limit this clause to only DVDs, not FOB origin (all types), not inspection at KR (i.e., it would have caused this clause to come in much more broadly than regulation (DFARS, DLAD) allows).    The first 3 rules should come into manual and auto, and the second 3 rules should just come into manual.   May need to tweak rule 3 to add some medical FSCs next week (waiting on feedback from Dan Sfamurri on this, and will discuss with you (Jim)).
These rules have a few differences from what was in worksheet.  Differences are identified by yellow background in attached file.  Charles and/or Joe, please use logic in attached for documenting local rules for FAR/DFARS clauses in the Clause Tracking Tool.  Thanks   If there is a remedy ticket for this, it needs to be closed				9/16/02 (MK)		FOB issue remains.  Put 52.213-1 in a note so its more obvious.           Martha will send email to Financial folks & advise outcome.  9/16/02 (Martha): Sent email out advising Fast Pay can be made in SAP without FOB terms.   Fast Pay

		Multiple Alerts buyers receive.		CWG		Tell buyer to ignore clause update alerts & delete them.				resolved

		FAR/DFARS Update Installs and the impact on Fill-in clauses –		Nancy/ Kate		Need to develop process for keeping fill-ins in FAR/DFARS Clauses						Ref issue #40.   CWG PD2 update subcommittee can back brief CWG.

		Request Denise revise current Help desk Remedy ticket on surplus clause to reflect programming problem  52.211-9000		Nancy		Will follow-up wk of 9/9/02.   The Fix is outside CWG						see email of 8/19

		Duplicate fill-in requirements e.g. FOB origin, qty price break 52.213-9000		Mary P/DSCR		Reviewing						Still working

		Mary, Just pulled a DSCR solicitation and 52.217-9002 (Jul 2002) is now on our printed copies but the date on the view clauses is different Jun 04, 2002 - see screen print attached.  I'm wondering if the date shown on the screen print is the effective date we put in when loading the clauses.		/Mary		Need to research & discuss.      Ready to submit remedy ticket#   57610						Still working  DSCC remedy ticket attached to Mary Perry's 9/17/02 email.  No ticket # provided.

		Very simplistic and as outlined in the text of the clause - this is the direction we think we will be taking in our implementation guidance.   When the cascading set-aside applies, the buy will not only include the appropriate cascading clause (for Richmond this will be either 52.219-9008 or 52.219-9009) but also the FAR set-aside clauses that apply (HUBZone 52.219-3 and Total set-aside 52.219-6 or its alt).     If the auto buy fails for other than set-aside and the cascading clause is present and a qualified HUBZone quote is received at a reasonable price, then the buyer should only consider the HUBZone quote.  If no HUBZone quote is received or is not qualified or price is unreasonable, then the buyer should consider the SB quotes.  If no qualified HUBZone or SB quotes are received at reasonable prices, then the buyer, in accordance with FAR, should resolict as unrestricted.     If the auto award fails for set-aside, the buy should have a message that the reason for auto award reject is the set-aside failure (hopefully this was programmed).   Buyer, in accordance with FAR, should resolict as unrestricted.   From Issue 20-  How buyers do manual evaluation on cascading set-asides (need John Dotchin's input on this one)		Martha		Working  Need input from Martha   Auto eval was turned on Thursday 9/12/02						Martha developed new paragraph; 9/16/02 (Martha) Mary Massaro requested additional info (OE Web rejection message), which I provided to her.  Mary is reviewing paragraph and additional info, to determine whether she concurs with draft paragraph or wants changes to it.

		Remedy tickets for addressing		Kate		Ongoing forever !!!

		Job Aid needs review by CWG  (Identify specific job aid)		CWG / Martha		waiting for clarification…will formally send out     Provide comments						For AO: coordinate with field BSM POCs on new DLAD clauses; 9/16/02 (Martha): Updated full version sent to CWG today.  On streamlined list, never got any feedback from CWG.  Resending this out today, requesting feedback again.

		Progress Payment Issue		Jerry/Martha		Working .  Not a CWG issue.  Its being worked outside CWG   Will a business rule suffice in leiu of a policy change. Buyer needs to know what code to use as paying office.  A meeting was held on this.						1 solution- could use Ppon 4 DSCC contracts  Put MOCAS in lieu of SAP ---   BSM PP in awards -Use MOCAS    Need to check policy

		DLAD clause in PD2 52.213-9001 ( Different date from whats in DLAD )		charles		Multiple clause issue & Srweb problem.   DLAD, PD2, & SRweb are in sync (clause date: May 1999)  see RFQ: SPE760-02-T-0471						Which quote is printing wrong ?    Mary will forward remedy ticket…see email from Mary Perry of 9/17/02 2t 6:pm

		Tech data issue::                                        From issue 17- Just found out yesterday that any available technical data for BSM items is supposed to be on one website - rather than having vendors come into the ICP  Tech Data areas (former process)  We have a local notice in PD2 that must
be changed to incorporate this new information.  I believe Columbus has a similar clause. 
Thought we might want to consider adding this information (or at least the
website) in 52.213-9005 so that information is readily available in one location to advise vendors of where to get tech data in the event the item description cites drawings.  (Vendors get frustrated when they're shuffled from one place to another to get information pertinent to quoting.  If we can add this to the provision, then we at least eliminated one click - to  read the message - before moving to tech data link.)   FYI - DSCR has
already had complaints from vendors who were not aware they were not to continue to go to Tech Data.  (Evidently, they did not get the mail.)       From issue 19-   New way technical info (drawings) are available to vendors (possibly add to 52.213-9005) (Note: This may be what you intended with Revision of 52.213-9005 below, but wasn't sure cause haven't been here.)		Martha / Anne		Revised DRAFT Clause for handling technical drawings in BSM procurements is below.  Please attend a telecon on Wed, Sep 4 at 11 a.m. to discuss the remaining issues below and try to reach consensus on clause language, so we can implement it as quickly as possible.  Call in to 847-714-4281, id 9138.  (Appreciate all staff at each site calling in on 1 line, as only have 5 spaces set up.)  If I've missed anyone in addresses, please forward.  Thanks very much!          Working !!!						being worked,  Martha will get back with us.              Defining clause    working w/ her tech folks.  9/16/02 (Martha King): Talked with Anne Burleigh, who advised needs little further coordination with DSCC (Kate Minor), and then will do one more quick coordination with entire CWG.

		The following DLAD clauses/provisions do not appear in PD2 (No clause text nor clause rule) and I am not sure if they just didn't get loaded or if a decision was made not to use them   52.215-9001 - EVALUATION FACTOR FOR PREAWARD SURVEY (MAR 1994)
52.216-9000 - Implementation of FAR 52.216-2 - ECONOMIC PRICE ADJUSTMENT - STANDARD SUPPLIES (JAN 2002)
52.216-9001 - Implementation of FAR 52.216-3 - ECONOMIC PRICE ADJUSTMENT - SEMISTANDARD SUPPLIES (JAN 2002)
52.216-9002 - Implementation of FAR 52.216-4 - ECONOIMC PRICE ADJUSTMENT - LABOR AND MATERIAL (JAN 2002)
52.219-9001 - SET-ASIDE OF ACQUISITIONS OF ITEMS LISTED IN THE SCHEDULE OF PRODUCTS MADE IN FEDERAL PENAL AND CORRECTIONAL INSTITUTIONS (JUN 2002)		Jerry / Charles		52.215-9001(DSCR does not use), 52.216-9000, 52.216-9001,&2, 52.219-9001 These clauses are not on the Clause characteristics spreadsheet, however 52.219-9001 does have some data so I created a new clause rule in PD2 but no clause yet.  I need the remaining characteristics to finish.  I will inform Action officer  Mary Massary.   Should have tentative clause rule logic in morning						Needs clause & rule

		Located one new clause related Remedy Ticket: #55814, Fast Award Logic                                Description of issue:  "Per conversation with John  Dotchin, Fast Award Logic needs to be changed to look for solicitations that are equal or less than $2500 and for the evaluation piece look for the lowest offer and if greater than $2500, and not past the closing date, do not award.  Continue to check offers every day and if one is received=<$2500 then award f not then award after closing date.  Called this into the SPS Help Desk . .. "		Kate		FYI

		Clause database usage block		Mary		Mary submitting Remedy Ticket #(______) on " enter feature" ---  Software not working properly						working  see Mary's email of 9/18/02

		Links on Srweb -		Mary		Clauses goes to FAR _ Hill index vs. actual clause.  DLAD clause pulling up older version   remedy ticket #________						working    Problem with hyperlink…Mary will forward remedy ticket

		Preclude DLAD clause 52.247-9000 ( Guaranteed Max. shipping weights or dimensions ) for DSCR buys.		Jean		see Jeans email of 9/26/02

		Who will load CTT for centers ?		CWG

		Large spreasheet will or will not track local clause changes ?		CWG

		Trade agreements update issue..get details from Jean Lohr		Jean

		BSM PD2 clause logic change request process needs to be discussed further		CWG



Administrator:

From Martha King's 8/29/02 email  subject:  changed setup for 52.211-9000

Dear All, 

Around 10 a.m. today, I changed the 52.211-9000 Government Surplus Material clause set-up as shown below. Anticipated another 200 PRs being dropped and wanted to get the fix in before that happened, so went ahead and took care of all changes. 

In nutshell, for vendors not offering surplus, there is now only 1 fill-in where they have to enter N/A.  For vendors offering surplus, they will be inserting all vendor fill-ins for this clause into 1 box.  Hope this reduces the pain for vendors not quoting surplus, and also provides a viable way for vendors offering surplus to submit necessary info to us. 

If someone has a ticket on this issue, could probably go ahead and close it out based on this "fix".

1) For SR Web solicitation vendor fill-ins: Changed from 32 boxes to 1 box.

2) For SR Web Notice to Suppliers: Changed existing notice of suppliers related to fill-ins to the following (new language is bolded):NOTICE TO SUPPLIERS Requests for Quote (RFQs) on SRweb may contain provisions and clauses that require an offeror response via vendor fill-in. When responding to RFQs with provisions/clauses containing vendor fill-ins, the offeror MUST COMPLETE ALL VENDOR FILL-INs as appropriate. If a specific provision/clause or any fill-in within a specific provision/clause does not apply to the quote being submitted, the vendor shall insert "N/A" as appropriate. Special Note for DLA Clause 52.211-9000, Government Surplus Material: Offerors providing other than surplus material, as defined in the clause, must complete a single response indicating “N/A”. Offerors providing surplus material must provide all vendor fill-ins; further instructions are at beginning of clause text. 

3) For clause text: Changed notice at top of clause to following: Notice to Offerors:  For offerors NOT providing surplus material as defined in this clause: If quoting electronically via SRweb, insert N/A in the single fill-in box associated with this clause, located at beginning of Section I.  If not quoting via SRweb, fill-in is not required.  For offerors providing surplus material as defined in this clause:  All vendor fill-ins must be completed.  If quoting electronically via SRweb, insert all fill-ins into the single fill-in box associated with this clause, located at beginning of Section I.  Each fill-in must be preceded by number shown in clause text below.  All fill-in numbers must be included and addressed; for any that do not apply, insert “N/A” after the number.  (Note: The single fill-in box is limited to 2000 characters.  Conserve space by listing each fill-in directly after preceding one.)  If not quoting via SRweb, complete all vendor fill-ins in clause text itself.

Other info:  I "tested" doing all 32 fill-ins and was able to do all of them in about 900 characters.  However, there are numerous areas in this clause that say vendor must attach or forward certain info to the contracting officer, or that say they can do this or provide the info as fill-in.  For my test, I included a minimal amount of info for these areas. Based on this, the remaining 1100 characters may not be enough for vendor to communicate all additional info (if what they need to submit is voluminous).  Vendor may still need (as clause language anticipated) to submit additional info off line. Therefore, I did not make any statement saying offer may not be considered if vendor does not provide ALL data (including the additional info) (as was requested in our telecon).  Just didn't think we (govt) are in strong enough position to require this based on our limitations: 1) limitation of 2000 characters in single SR Web box, 2) fact that we do not yet have way in BSM to provide buyer's facsimile or email to vendors (for them to submit additional info instanteously).

Hope this approach will work ok.  If it doesn't, please let me and Nancy Heimbaugh know and we will try to address any problems with it.

Administrator:
In the future a record of all clause updates will be posted at http://www.dla.mil/j-3/j-336/bsm.htm

Administrator:
According to my list 215-9001 had no data on spreadsheet.  216-9000,1,&2 were new DLAD clauses. 52.219-9001 was reserved in DLAD.
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