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[bookmark: bookmark=id.1fob9te]Date: October 1, 2025

I. PURPOSE.
This meeting establishes a recurring battle rhythm of the DoD Supply Working Group to deliver processes and quality data standards that exemplify Accuracy, Conformity, Consistency, and Integrity to our Logistics Supply Community.

[bookmark: bookmark=id.gjdgxs]II. ATTENDEES.
	Component
	Primary 
	Alternate

	ODASD(LOG)
	☐

	DEDSO
	☒Dr. Gail Fuller / ☒Steve Nace / ☒Tonja Carter

	DAAS
	☐Pablo Gomez
	☐Gary Woodall

	Army
	☐Oliver Pryor  
	☒Tiffanie Dew

	Marine Corps
	☐Kevin Austin
	

	Navy
	☒Shannon Winters
	☒Gerald O’Sullivan

	Air Force
	☒William “Wes” Wenzel
	☐MSgt Ryan

	USSOCOM
	☐Luke Boutot
	☐CW5 Sanders

	USTRANSCOM
	☒Dan Eisenberg
	☐James Decarli

	DLA
	☒Brian Anderson
	☐Eric Flanagan

	DSCA
	☒Michelle Davis
	

	GSA
	☐Shanna Smith
	☒George Oakes

	FAA
	☐Dr. Sarah Owens
	☒Hannah McClellan                 


[bookmark: bookmark=id.2s8eyo1]


	
III. Action Items.
	[bookmark: bookmark=id.3rdcrjn][bookmark: bookmark=id.17dp8vu]Date Opened
	Action
	Assigned To
	Date Due
	Date Closed
	Status

	2/19/2025
	List of known Summit agenda topics.
	· DEDSO
	TDB
	10/01/2025
	Closed

	9/17/2025
	Discuss new versus newly reworked/repaired internally for further discussion with the working group
	· All trading partners
	10/01/2025
	
	Open

	9/17/2025
	Reach out to DLA Distribution Warehousing for inclusion in the segregation of materiel discussion on 10/1/2025
	· DEDSO
	10/01/2025
	10/01/2025
	Closed

	9/17/2025
	Review all past MOV questions/responses for potential future efficiencies 
	· DEDSO (leading)
· Trading Partners (supporting)
	10/01/2025
	
	Closed

	10/1/2025
	Begin coordination on developing MOV exclusion language for inclusion in the DLM
	· DEDSO
	10/29/2025
	
	Open

	10/1/2025
	Review ADCs 1462B and 1464A to determine 
	· DEDSO/Army
(primary)
· Remaining Trading Partners
(supporting)
	10/29/2025
	
	Open

	10/01/2025
	Submit feedback regarding DLMS addendum vs. new PDC number methodology by 10/28/2025
	· All Trading Partners
	10/28/2025
	
	Open



IV. PDC/ADC Pipeline.
	PDC/ADC #
	Meeting Added
	Title
	Status

	PDC 1478
	8/21/2024
	Clarified Price Adjustments via DLMS Status Update
	Finishing up Long-term Procedures.  Need to meet with DLA Distribution.

	PDC 1492
	1/8/2025
	Mandatory Use of Shipment Status and Returns
	On Hold

	PDC 1497
	3/5/2025
	Notification of Hazardous Waste Delivery Order and Shipping Status
	Final internal DEDSO review suspense 10/2/2025

	PDC 1491
	3/26/2025
	Government Furnished Property (GFP) Embed
	Sent for coordination on 9/2/25 with suspense of 10/2/25

	PDC 1500
	3/26/2025
	PDC 1500 - Deconflicting Coding Updates for Acquisition and Valuation Transactions
	Sent for coordination on 9/2/25 with suspense of 10/2/25

	PDC 1501 
	4/16/2025
	Key Supporting Document Inclusions for Government Furnished Property Audit Compliance (Supply)
	Adjudication complete.  Final ADC package in DEDSO internal coordination

	PDC 1043H
	7/9/2025
	Revised Procedural Requirements for Hazardous Property Disposal Release Orders (Supply/Finance)

	Sent for coordination on 9/2/25 with a suspense of 10/2/25

	PDC 1510
	7/23/2025
	Add OM&S Reportable Method to 832N Catalog Data Support (Supply)
	Prepping for DASD(L) signature

	PDC 1513
	10/1/2025
	Interim Requirement Revisions to the DLMS 527R (Materiel Receipt) and DLMS 846R (Location Reconciliation Request) Transaction Sets
	In development

	PDC 1514
	10/21/2025
	Air Force Implementation of the 940R (Materiel Release) Version 4050
	In development



V. Agenda Items. 
1. PDC/ADC Addendums and MFR Formatting

· DEDSO informed all the trading partners in attendance that the Director, DEDSO, was requesting input/feedback about their needs and preferences when it comes to how DEDSO manages addendums vs new PDC numbers.  The related questions included:

· Is it easier to draw relationships between related DLMS changes if we use the addendum methodology?  

· What makes it easier for you to know what the latest/most germane DLMS change is that you need to implement?  

· Can we provide better or more explicit information inside the ADC to assist with making correlations, relationships, or the lineage of an DLMS IC?  

· Do you have examples of what you prefer or what doesn’t work? 

· DEDSO is requesting feedback by October 28, 2025, and encouraged coordination with the IT portfolio personnel within their entity.  Feedback can be provided be emailing DEDSO.Supply@dla.mil, posting in the working group’s MS Teams general channel, or messaging any member of the DEDSO supply team.



2. PDC 1513, Interim Requirement Revisions to the DLMS 527R (Materiel Receipt) and DLMS 846R (Location Reconciliation Request) Transaction Sets

· This change removes codes from the DLMS 527R (Materiel Receipt) and DLMS 846R (Location Reconciliation Request) transaction sets that were initially required for interim use by the Army and Defense Logistics Agency (DLA) and are no longer required.  The change also removes interim language from a Navy required DLMS 527R qualifier that has now been determined to have an enduring need.

3. PDC 1514, Air Force Implementation of the 940R (Materiel Release) Version 4050

· This change will migrate both the Air Force and DLA from the current 4030 version of the X12 940 transaction set to the 4050 version.  The DLMS 940R version 4050 will allow the Air Force to include the Unit Price, Average Acquisition Cost, and the Repair Cost (exchange cost within the Air Force) in the 940R so that the DD Form 1348-1A (Issue Release/Receipt) document, produced by the Defense Logistics Agency’s Warehouse Management System (WMS) reflects those amounts as part of the continuation page data.  These additional prices were requested by our Foreign Military Sales (FMS) customers to reduce the amount of time items are held by local Customs channels.  

4. DLMS Summit

· DEDSO will not be holding a DLMS summit this calendar year.  The current placeholder timeframe is the tentative summit around March 2026.  Location TBD. 

5. Segregation of New versus Newly Repaired/Refurbished Materiel (Continued)

· DEDSO informed the working group that they were able to start some discussions with representatives from DLA Logistics Operations and DLA Distribution Headquarters on September 30th.  During that meeting DLA expressed their interest in being part of the discussions on how to segregate this materiel, but that their time would be limited with the upcoming WMS implementation at DDSP.  For that reason, DEDSO asked the working group for their patience and understanding with DLA’s limited capability while this deployment takes place.  Additionally, DEDSO the following points of consideration that were provided by DLA: 

· WMS can capture serialized data; however, the associated materiel must currently be a serialized item in FLIS, and therefore serialized segregation would be limited in covered items (ADC reference 1462B)

· Items that had a need for serialized segregation that have current stock in storage, that are not currently serialized in FLIS, would likely cause extremely high costs to the owner if changed.

· The group may want to consider establishing Security Assistance RICs as another option. The addition of the established SA RICs in combination of a project code of 8 would further assist with this segregation.

· The implementation of ADC 1464A could further assist with required segregations for non-serialized materiel (Review of this ADC was captured as a due out).

· Both Army and DEDSO mentioned that further review of ADCs 1462B and 1464A need to be and this was captured as a due out along with ADC 1462B.

6. Potential Enhancements to DLMS Materiel Obligation Validation Processing

· DEDSO shared that during their review of the past questions and responses on MOV processing, with the exception to included something in the DLM 4000.25 regarding quarterly MOV reporting exclusions, they did not see any additional enhancements or efficiencies that could be leveraged.  Also pointing out that while the working group learned that much of the process is still very much a manual review, as new business systems gain advanced technologies like artificial intelligence, more automated MOV capabilities evolve.  Army representatives agreed with the need to add exclusion language to the DLM and that they would have additional Army personnel that they would like added to the communication.  DEDSO agreed to take a due out to begin deeper discussions on new exclusion language, which could include language regarding property audit requirements. 


                                  Past MOV Processing Response Backup Data


· How does your Component process DLMS 517M (legacy AN_) MOV Requests? 
· Army (Updated 7/23/25)
· LMP: We receive MOV requests and write them to an MOV workbench. Users must access the MOV workbench to pull the requests by DoDAAC and respond with the qty that is still required. They can send out an AP_ with the valid qty or send a cancellation if the material is no longer valid. 
· GCSS-Army: MOV requests have been received. The system automatically looks to determine if there is an open PO and responds with an AP_ for the qty open on the PO. If no PO is open, then 0 qty is sent.  
· Marine Corps— 
· Navy (Updated 8/6/25)
· Navy ERP—This system is setup to handle these requests systemically with an AP_ response.
· Operational Units—Mixed capabilities.  Some use RSUPPLY, but units without a Host Supply/Financial System process using One Touch to fill the systemic gap.
· Maximo—Can receive systemic responses but cannot act on them systemically
· NMMES—Future state system, but the current state system, MAT-MF can send an MOV request systemically.
· Submarine Logistics Database (SLDB): The Submarine Logistics Database (SLDB) uses several interoperating components to facilitate the processing of MOV requests.  This includes basic validation of the MOV batches and separation of records into appropriate groups within our database.  Once in the database, an automated process determines if a response AP_ should be generated or if any errors should be logged.  Inbound records that are not automatically responded to are distributed via files to SLDB personnel to work.
· ROMIS MMS: System is not DLMS compliant, but it does process AN_ MILSTRIP records. Sites pull all MILSTRIP down from OneTouch (OTS), including AN_ records, and import it into ROMIS MMS.exe.  The system create automated MOV MILSTRIP responses, which are imported into OTS.  Incoming AN_ requests are automatically bounced against the defined requirement quantity in MMS.exe. This allowance requirement 1) goes through periodic reviews by the expediters at the new construction shipbuilding level, and 2) is updated periodically by the MPBS/CDMDOA-provided IF1 allowance requirements file to the site.  There is a lot of allowance requirement churn in the N/C shipbuilding phase, so expediters keep an eye on true allowance need throughout the N/C phase.
· Navy (Updated 8/20/2025)
· One Touch Support (OTS): OTS provides as access point for the MOV process. OTS does not validate against open obligations. The system passes uploaded files (with no validation or edits) or entered MOV responses to DAAS. If the transaction is created within OTS a DLMS formatted transaction is passed. If the File Text Upload feature is used, a DLSS/MILs transaction is passed.
· Air Force (Updated 8/20/2025)
· ILS-S—ILS-S processes/sends out the applicable MILS AN9, ANZ, AP1, AP2, AP3, AP4, APR, AP9, and APX transactions at each base.
· SCS—D035A generates the MOV transaction based on the following criteria:
· Priority Designator 01-08 backorders that are at least 30 days old based on date requisition was received in D035A.
· Priority designator 09-15 backorders that are at least 75 days old based on date requisition was received in D035A.
· SOCOM (Updated 7/23/25)—We do not currently provide funding lines to DLA. 
· DLA (Updated 7/23/25)—EBS is programmed like GCSS-Army to handle MOV systemically. All military services also handle MOV from a wholesale supply perspective.
· DLA (Updated 8/6/25)—EBS will automatically reply as long as the records are a 1-to-1 match.  Any information that does not match will create a failed IDOC, which requires human intervention, but is not a manual MOV line-by-line.  Those with failed IDOCs are uploaded into FEDMALL like how Navy pivots using OneTouch.
· GSA (Updated 7/23/25)—We tried to initiate the MOV process but were asked to turn it off by Army due to causing manual validations.

· Are your validations of obligations automated? 
· If you have a valid obligation within your system, does your system automatically send out a DLMS 517M (legacy AP_)? 
· Army (Updated 7/23/25)
· LMP: No, it is a manual process
· GCSS-Army: Yes
· Marine Corps—
· Navy (Updated 8/6/25)
· Navy ERP process systemically like the other DoD Components.
· [bookmark: _Hlk204262032]Navy Operations Unites Relational Supply (RSUPPLY), NAVSUP One Touch for Units without a Host Supply/Financial System such as RSUPPLY
· Ordnance Information System (OIS): OIS Wholesale and can process systemically.
· Submarine Logistics Database (SLDB): 
· DLMS Sender / Receiver: Extracts X12 interchanges from the message queue and parks them in our Oracle database.
· DLMS Windows Service: Reads each inbound X12 interchange, parses each transaction set (including 517Ms) and stores each one separately in Oracle for use by our business rules software.
· Oracle SLDB_NET schema: A series of Oracle stored procedures and other artifacts that automate the processing of 517Ms
· NAVFAC/Maximo: Maximo receives the MOV Requests and OTS is used to manually process them.
· MAT: MAT Application in NMMES (future state) can automatically respond to incoming MOV requests.  Will respond with an AP_.
· ROMIS MMS: ROMIS MMS.exe has automated processes to execute MOV requests.  It has a few screens used to help users work an incoming AN_, and the system-generated response.  Pulls down information from OneTouch to ROMIS MMS.
· Navy (Updated 8/20/2025)
· One Touch Support (OTS): No, One Touch is not the book of record and has no ability to determine if an open obligation is still valid. All research into open obligations and de-obligation of funds must be conducted in the system of record. DLMS MOV responses can be generated one at a time or DLSS/MILS MOV responses can be generated in batch using the OTS File Text Upload capability.  For File Text Upload, OTS passes DLSS/MILS transaction(s) to DAAS; there is no Material Obligation Validation performed within the system. OTS is not the system of record. Users do have the ability to manually process and respond to 517M/AN_ MOV packages and send LMS transactions if the MOV module is used
· Air Force (Updated 8/20/25) 
· ILS-S—Yes.
· SCS—Yes.
· DLA (Updated 7/23/25)—EBS has system logic like GCSS-Army.
· Will your system check materiel requirements and automatically make a determination to cancel a Requisition in conjunction with the MOV request? 
· Army (Updated 7/23/25)
· LMP: No, it is a manual process
· GCSS-Army: No, it only looks for open PO qty and provides MOV response [based on the response to the below question, it is understood that it would be a systemic cancellation.] 
· Marine Corps—
· Navy (Updated 8/6/25)
· Navy Enterprise/Wholesale Supply Community: Yes
· Operational Supply Community: No.  RSUPPLY automatically generates AP1 and a batch file that is uploaded to DLATS via NAVSUP One Touch.  NAVSUP One Touch enables Units without a Host Supply/Financial System to process and submit MOV responses as a batch.
· Ordnance Information System (OIS): AP_ responses are not automated. Users in OIS Retail must validate each MOV request in order to submit an AP_ transaction to OIS Wholesale.
· Submarine Logistics Database (SLDB): Yes, the MOV process will send responses for transactions that meet the business rule criteria.
· NAVFAC/Maximo: No
· MAT: Yes.
· ROMIS MMS: Yes, the system automatically creates the AP_ response if the obligation exists. 
· Navy (Updated 8/20/2025) 
· One Touch Support (OTS): No, OTS is not the system of record, does not have the ability to make determinations on open requirements, and does not have the authority to automatically cancel requisitions.
· Air Force (Updated 8/20/2025)
· ILS-S—Yes.  We also have a process that checks to see if we have any requirements that SHOULD be in the MOV cycle but were NOT (indicating the ICP must not have the requirement but we do) and based on age of the requirement will either produce an ATx for reinstatement or cancel internally and re-requisition.
· SCS—No, the customer decides if the materiel is still needed or not.  If no longer needed, the customer sends in a 517M/AP_ response citing status code "BR".
· DLA (Updated 8/20/2025)—EBS will check for open purchase orders but will not systemically auto-cancel the requisition.

· If you receive a validation request, but you don’t have a valid obligation within your system, what happens? Is there some kind of workflow to allow a user to determine whether to create the obligation or request cancellation? 
· Army (Updated 7/23/25)
· LMP: The MOV request appears in the MOV workbench. A response cannot be sent from the workbench unless the user creates obligation (PO) and provides a MOV response. Cancellation cannot be processed from the MOV workbench unless the PO is open. The user can go into the PO and generate a response if required.
· GCSS-Army: If there is no valid obligation (open PO), then automatic MOV response with 0 qty. There is no workflow.
· Marine Corps—
· Navy (Updated 8/20/2025)
· Navy ERP—Navy ERP will respond with an AP_ QTY = 0 
· Navy Operations Units 
· Units without a Host Supply/Financial System: No workflow.  Personnel would have to validate the requisition and if determined to be valid, they would then have to create an obligation.  If they don’t create an obligation then when shipped/billed, they will receive a difference to the general ledger which will feed into their Financial System.    
· RSUPPLY:   If no matching requisition exists, the MOV request would appear in suspense for resolution and processing. 
· Ordnance Information System (OIS): Requisitioners can submit a cancellation request against the document.  
· Submarine Logistics Database (SLDB): Transactions that do not match with requisitions on SLDB, will be written to error files for review by SLDB personnel. 
· NAVFAC/Maximo: Maximo files the MOV Request and does not take any action on unmatched requisitions.  No workflow. 
· MAT: NMMES/MAT will respond with an AP_ QTY = 0 
· ROMIS MMS: There is a workflow in place to support the user’s need to determine if an obligation needs to be created or to request a cancellation. Requisitions with no valid obligation are identified to the user so they can research further.
· One Touch Support (OTS): N/A
· Air Force (Updated 8/20/2025)
· ILS-S: ILS-S will send an AP back with "0's" in the quantity when there is not a valid obligation.  We have processes in place to address both scenarios.  When would we not send 0000s and would we create a matching due in in our system?  We would validate whether there was a valid requisition with the ICP, and then we would manually create the record in our system. 
· SCS: If D035A has no record of receiving original transaction, D035A will ignore the 517M/AP_ response.  D035A has no workflows associated with the customers.
· DLA (Update 8/20/2025)—When DLA receives a MOV request and DLA has no matching document, the request is ignored.  This is all handled systemically.

· When a valid obligation is cancelled due to non-response, what happens to the associated funding? Is it retained, or is it de-obligated at the time of cancellation? (The obligation should remain in place for the duration of the 60-day reinstatement window, but what does your Component’s system do?)
· Army 
· LMP (Updated 7/23/25): When BS status is received, no changes are made to the PO. A message is sent to the requisitioner via SAP email. The funding continues to be obligated. If BS status remains after 60 days, the PO will be cancelled automatically, and funding is de-obligated.
· GCSS-Army (9/03/25): GCSS-Army does de-obligate funds when BS status is received. They do not wait the 60-days, and they don't have the capability to reinstate.
· Marine Corps—
· Navy (Updated 8/20/2025)
· Enterprise/Wholesale Supply Community: Navy ERP will retain the obligation and automatically generate an APR (MOV reinstatement transaction) 
· Operational Supply Community:   
· RSUPPLY: Funds are de-obligated at the time of cancellation status is received per the legacy application processing rules.   
· NAVSUP One Touch for Units without a Host Supply/Financial System: No de-obligation occurs.  De-obligation would be performed interactively in their Financial System. 
· Ordnance Information System (OIS): Requisitioners can submit a cancellation request against the document.  
· Submarine Logistics Database (SLDB): Outside the scope of SLDB. 
· NAVFAC/Maximo: Maximo will cancel the purchase order to de-obligate the funds in ERP. 
· MAT: The associated funding is de-obligated at the time of cancellation.
· One Touch Support (OTS): N/A, OTS is not a financial system. 
· Air Force (Updated 8/20/2025)
· ILS-S: The funding in ILS-S is still obligated as long as the due-in remains; if a cancellation due to non-response (status code BS) is received, ILS-S will ask the ICP to reinstate the requirement with an APR.  This is an automated process.
· SCS: D035A is not responsible for the customer funds, you would have to query the submitting supply system.  Note: The obligation should remain in place for the duration of the 60-day reinstatement window (reference for Question 5). Yes, the customer can ask for reinstatement within 60 days of the MOV "BS" (cancelled due to non-response) cancellation.
· DLA (Updated 8/20/2025)—If we received a BS status, then DLA either never had a corresponding PO, or it was cancelled prior to receiving the MOV request.

· According to DoD Policy, the only valid exclusions from the MOV process are Foreign Military Sales and civilian entities, but there are many units that have requested in the past to be excluded. Are these exclusion requests due to the volume of Requisitions, or because the obligations are already being validated separately? 
· Army (Updated 8/20/2025)—In the past, we submitted DoDAACs for exclusion because PMs were not fully operating in LMP to utilize the MOV workbench. Army, when acting as the ICP, does have some additional DoDAACs that we internally exclude. I believe we trained the users and were able to remove them from the exclusion tables. Do you have a list of exclusions that we can review?
· DLA—We will work on getting the information about the DoDAACs that were removed.   There are no “W” DoDAACs on the exclusion table.
· Marine Corps
· Navy (Updated 8/20/2025)
· Enterprise/Wholesale Supply Community: This is not applicable to incoming MOVs for NAVSUP obligations. 
· Operational Supply Community: Normally the exclusions are for deployed units (submarines) that cannot respond to a quarterly MOV cycle within the required timeframe.  These requirements were validated prior to the unit deploying. 
· Submarine Logistics Database (SLDB): Outside the scope of SLDB. 
· NAVFAC/Maximo: This is not applicable to incoming MOVs for NAVFAC. 
· MAT: NMMES/MAT only receives MOV requests from DAAS/Navy Supply System, no exclusions to what NMMES/MAT receives
· One Touch Support (OTS): N/A.
· Air Force (Updated 8/20/2025)
· ILS-S: N/A.
· SCS: D035A seldom excludes participating units from the MOV program.  Normally the only reason we allow exclusion is due to a customer's internal system issue or in some cases deployed units.  Again, this very seldom occurs with D035A.
· DLA (8/20/2025)—DLA is managing the exclusion table for milsvc exclusions.  We do have some DLA DoDAACs on the exclusion table, which are required to protect customer retail operations.

· Does your Component validate open obligations, or plan to validate open obligations, outside of the MOV process, that may have been part of the remediation of audit NFRs? 
· Army (Updated 9/3/25)
· LMP: No automated process but we do manually review open obligations.
· GCSS-Army: Like LMP, processes are in place, but the review is manual.
· Marine Corps
· Navy (Updated 9/3/25)
· Enterprise/Wholesale Supply Community: To some degree yes, aged open Purchase Orders are reviewed (manually). 
· Operational Supply Community: 
· Yes - Planned: Utilizing the ADVANA Dormant Account Review Quarterly (DAR-Q) reports. NOSS (see BPD attachment). 5-BPMN - Order Management - Manage Requisitions - Perform Material Obligation Validation - V1.0.pdf 
· Ordnance Information System (OIS): Not at this time, though OIS is currently going through a modernization effort and will review the existing MOV process within the next year. 
· Submarine Logistics Database (SLDB): Outside the scope of SLDB. 
· NAVFAC/Maximo: Aged open Purchase Orders are manually reviewed, researched and determined if the requirement is still needed. 
· MAT: No, but the activities may have their own process 
· ROMIS MMS: ROMIS MMS.exe has no other controls or have any new planned automated controls to validate MOVs. But manual user efforts outside of ROMIS MMS.exe to support MOV audits may exist. 
· One Touch Support (OTS): N/A
· Air Force (Updated 9/3/25)
· ILS-S: No, we’ve implemented all DLMS 517M transactions within ILS-S.
· SCS: Not at this time.
· DLA (Updated 9/3/25) DLA has a trio of reports provided by DLA Finance monthly, that are used to check:
· Unliquidated Obligations (ULO) - hasn’t been paid – open order.
· Undelivered Orders (UDO) - haven’t received materiel yet.
· Unfilled Customer Orders (UCO) - unfulfilled stock/revenue not yet received.

· Does your Component have a process to ensure DODAAF records are up to date? Many DODAACs do not have an appropriate Communications Routing Identifier (COMMRI) assigned to the DP COMMRI field in its DODAAF. MOV transactions are sent to the computer system represented by that COMMRI, based upon the Media and Status Code supplied on the Requisition. This normally points to Requisitioning systems, such as Navy One Touch, NRP, Army LMP, GCSS-A, GCSS-MC, D035K, D035A, etc. However, if the COMMRI is -blank- or contains the DAAS default of RUTTTTT, then nobody is going to get the MOV transactions. 
· Army (Updated 9/3/25)—We would need to validate with ASC on process for DODAAC creation and whether we require COMMRI to be populated.
· Marine Corps
· Navy (Updated 9/3/25)
· Enterprise/Wholesale Supply Community: Yes, NAVSUP staffs the Navy DODAAC Monitor position and has business processes supporting that role. 
· One Touch Support (OTS): For users with MOV access, on a quarterly basis OTS sends a file containing DoDAAC’s to DAAS. DAAS confirms receipt of the file. MOV packages are sent to OTS in both MILSTRIP and DLMS format quarterly. Users can download those files and work them offline or work them directly in OTS. They then send MOV responses through OTS back to DAAS for processing. OTS does not send or receive packages with blank or invalid COMMRIs.
· Air Force (Updated 9/3/25)
· ILS-S: We use the DAAS DoDAAC table to maintain DoDAAF records. We do not get the DAAS DoDAAC. If there is a problem.
· SCS: Yes, we receive continuous updates of the DODAAC records.
· DLA (Updated 9/3/25)—DLA does have a DoDAAD monitor, but it’s possible that with being an internal entity, DAAS may handle the COMMRI portion on DLA’s behalf.

· Does your Component have a group email box, where notifications about MOV cycles may be sent, to ensure widest appropriate dissemination?  If there is no current group mailbox or individual list, do the military services believe there is a need for this to assist in the MOV process.
· Army (Updated 9/3/25)—No, I believe we have just provided POCs in the past that receive emails. 
· Army (Updated 9/17/2025)—No, we don’t believe that a centralized list is needed.  We have always relied on the Status Code BS (canceled requisition) as the trigger for taking any necessary action
· DLA—DLA added that this would likely be a list of thousands of individuals due to this being down at the individual line-level.
· Marine Corps
· Navy (Updated 9/3/25)
· Enterprise/Wholesale Supply Community: A group email box for MOV does not currently exist. 
· Operational Supply Community: No, all MOV aids are available in NAVSUP One Touch, or the DLA Land & Maritime representatives send it to a massive email list (e.g. to individuals throughout Navy). 
· Ordnance Information System (OIS): No. 
· Submarine Logistics Database (SLDB): SLDB utilizes several group email addresses, we would need to defer to the customer on which would be the most Outside. 
· NAVFAC/Maximo: NAVFAC does not currently have a group email box for MOVs but the ability does exist to set up an automated escalation to send an email notification to an identified list of personnel. 
· MAT: No. 
· ROMIS MMS: From an IT System POV, this group email can be used to share notifications regarding MOV changes that impact the ROMIS;  ROMIS_MMS_Support@us.navy.mil. The individual functional user sites have no group email. 
· One Touch Support (OTS): Yes, onetouch@navy.mil and OTS has the ability to post a system message for users as needed.
· Navy (Updated 9/17/2025)—Some of our “systems” do have central mailboxes but we do not believe that a central box is necessary.
· Air Force (Updated 9/3/25)
· ILS-S: No.
· SCS: No, the MOV cycles are directed by DOD.
· Air Force (Updated 9/17/2025)—We do not currently have a central way of communicating. 
· DLA (9/3/25)—The purpose for DLA asking this question was to try to obtain central lists of personnel to coordinate MOV with at our Sub-Process Owner level.  Is there a central email group or individual list if needed that DLA can use to coordinate MOV issues that need escalation.
· DLA (Updated 9/17/2025)—DLA was just trying to determine that even if a list didn’t exist, if the group felt that this would be a good to create a central listing moving forward, we could incorporate that into our process.  It would have allowed us to communicate things rather than cancelling orders.
· DEDSO (Updated 9/17/2025)—Based on the conversation it does not look like the group consensus would be to create central lists, though we have done that for other processes such as Supply Discrepancy Reporting and Product Quality Deficiency Reporting.  We would just like the group to take back all this information and see if you believe there are specific areas where we could improve the process.  DEDSO will be doing the same.  At a minimum, while we don’t believe the DLMS would lay out the exact process, we should look into documenting something about manual the authorization of manual processes since we know it does happen and the DLMS gives no latitude in that currently.

VI. ACTIVITIES AND NEWLETTER.

DEDSO monthly updates and activities for the DLMS Community can be found via the following link: https://www.dla.mil/Defense-Data-Standards/About-Us/

VII. ADDITIONAL DEDSO Supply GENERAL COMMUNICATION.
[bookmark: bookmark=id.lnxbz9][bookmark: bookmark=id.35nkun2]Do you have a question, hot topic, or an update related to Supply; we encourage you to send us an email at DEDSO.Supply@dla.mil. 
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