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DLMSO July 6, 2001

MEMORANDUM FOR RECCRD

SUBJECT: Def ense Logi stics Managenent Standards (DLMS) Supply
Process Review Commttee (PRC) Meeting 01-2,
June 12-14, 2001

Purpose: The Defense Logistics Managenent Standards O fice
(DLMSO) hosted the subject neeting at the Headquarters Conpl ex, Ft.
Bel voir, VA. Specific discussion topics are noted below. A list of
attendees is shown at Encl osure 1.

Brief Summary of Discussion: M. Ellen Hilert and Ms. Mary
Jane Johnson, Supply PRC (SPRC) Co-Chairs, and Ms. Vernella Savage,
M LSTRI P Adm nistrator, facilitated discussion:

Revi ew of Meeting Topics:

a. DLSS/DLMs Change Eval uation, Status Review, and |Issue
Resol ution. During this discussion, DLMSO urged the SPRC
representatives to conmmunicate with their system nodernization
offices to assure that their nodernization personnel are aware of
t he approved, but uninpl enented, DLSS/ DLMS changes out st andi ng.
Wt hout collaborative effort between the PRC representatives and
system noderni zati on offices, these changes coul d be overl ooked
during Conponent system noderni zation efforts. The follow ng
speci fi ¢ changes were di scussed:

(1) Revised Request for |Inplenentation Dated (RFID)
AMCL 9, Processing Materiel Receipts Not Due for GSA Managed Itens.
DI SCUSSION:.  AMCL 9 remains a valid requirenent which can be
i npl enmented on a staggered basis. Each Conponent shoul d inpl enent
this change as soon as they are able. The responses to the RFID to
date indicate that Air Force can inplenment at any time, and Arny can
i npl enent in Decenber 2004. ACTIONS: Air Force will verify their
i npl ementation date. Request Navy, Marine Corps, and DLA respond to
the RFID. DLMSO will release the approved change letter with the
earliest inplenentation date provided. DLMSO will publish AMCL 9 in
M LSTRAP and DLMS, with a footnote indicating the staggered Conponent
i npl erent ati on dates.

Attachment 1



(2) Approved DLMsS Change (ADC) 9A, Validation of
F/IAD | Activities; ADC 9B, Autonatic Downgradi ng Based upon Validation
of F/AD; and Inplenmentation |Issues. BACKGROUND: The original change
establ i shed an automated process to validate F/AD | requisitions using
a table of authorized activity DoDAACs mai ntai ned at DAASC. Begi nning
in Septenber 1998, requisitions reflecting unauthorized use of
associ ated priority designators (PDs) have been output to a report for
Conponent review. In Septenber 2000, ADC 9B activated automatic
downgrading to include all inproper PD 04 and 11 requisitions and
Security Assistance (SA) PD 01ls. DI SCUSSION: Part | of the report
has been revised to reflect the nunber of downgraded requisitions.
Q her anticipated report revisions are in work and will be avail abl e
for review during the next quarterly neeting. (Refer to 01-2 minutes
for details.) Conponents reported continued nonitoring of PD 01
requisitions. F/ AD 1 counts have inproved, although the May report
reflected an increase in the overall |evel of abuse. The Navy
anticipates a significant inprovenent with programcorrections at
Puget Sound. ACTION:. DLMSO will revise MLSTRIP to post nodified
report formats and refined selection criteria when inplenented.
Conponents will continue efforts to identify instances of high vol une
abuse and seek corrective action.

(3) Joint AMCLs 11 (MLSTRAP) & 15 (MLSTRIP),
Revi sed Materiel Receipt Acknow edgenent (MRA) Procedures.
BACKGROUND: ADUSD(L) MDM di rected and funded inpl ementati on of AMCLs
11 and 15 in 1996-1997. Conponents accepted the funding and
i npl emented on a staggered basis from 1997 into early 1999,
subsequently reporting full inplenmentation. Numerous significant
i npl ementation i ssues have since been identified. (Refer to the
m nut es of SPRC neeting 01-1 for detail ed docunentation of
i npl ementation issues (b) through (g) bel ow.)

(a) Arny inplenmentation of AMCL 15 (M LSTRIP).
Arny's lack of Docunent ldentifier (D) Code ASH, Pseudo Shi pnent
Status transactions, had been identified as a Security Assistance
concern in 1999. DLMSO believed the concern was limted to Security
Assi st ance, however review of DAASC records in May 2001 reveal ed a
conpl ete absence of DI Code ASH transactions for Arny. This
information inplies that Arnmy nmay not have inplenented the AMCL 15
procedures. ACTION. Arny will investigate and provi de status of
corrective action.

(b) MRA Subm ssion Rate Concerns.

1 Navy Overall MRA Subm ssion Rates.
Navy investigated their 20-27% subm ssion rate and di scovered that
Navy's retail system (UADPS) was not always sending DI Code DRA
transactions to the correct RIC, and DAASC filters out any RI Cs not
beginning with an "N' for a Navy ICP. A UADPS change to correct the
routing problemis estimated for conpletion in October 2001.
ACTION:  Navy is review ng several other Navy Systens
(LCAV/ SUADPS/ RSUPPLY)to determine if they have sim|ar problens.



2 Medical and Cothing & Textile
Systens. The DLA statistics reviewed at SPRC nmeeting 01-1 indicated
that the MRA process was not effectively inplenmented by Service
Medi cal systenms and, particularly for Navy and Marine Corps, by the
Clothing & Textile systens. To assist in their investigation of
this issue, Navy and Marine Corps asked that DLA provide specific
exanpl es by document nunber, for Medical and Cothing & Textile
items which DLA shipped to their Service, for which no MRA was
received. This information would also be of interest to Army and
Air Force. ACTION. Request Service and DLA PRC representatives
col | aborat e and exchange infornmati on as needed to advance the
i nvestigation of inplenmentation of MRA procedures in Medical and
Clothing & Textile systens. Services should continue to
i nvestigate, and provide their results and a plan of corrective
action at SPRC neeting 01-3.

(c) DI Code D6S Transactions: BACKGROUND:
To acconmpdat e staggered inplenmentation from 1997-1999, DAASC
provi ded a tenporary conversion of DI Code D6S to DI Code DRA. This
interimprocedure should no |l onger be in effect as it would not be
required with full inplenentation of the MRA procedures. However
DAASC queries have reveal ed continued generation of D6S
transacti ons:

Service Nunmber of D6S Transacti ons
FEB 2001 APR 2001 May 2001

Navy 24,103 12,101 12, 651

A r Force 2,406 2,503 2,248

Ar my 1,512 633 1,122

Mar i ne Cor ps 83 30 100

DI SCUSSI ON: Armmy determ ned that 85-90% of their D6S transactions
were generated by National Quard units and have initiated corrective
action. Marine Corps initiated corrective action with invol ved
activities, for their very limted generation of D6S transacti ons.
Air Force D6S generation appears limted to their |egacy nedica
system (MEDLOG), which will continue to generate DI Code D6S until
repl aced by the DMLSS which incorporates AMCL 11/ 15 procedures.
DMLSS fielding began in April 2001 and will continue on a staggered
basis for the next 3-4 years. Navy, which has the highest incidence
of DI Code D6S generation, determ ned that the vast najority are
generated by their Construction Battalions and Navy Shipyards. Navy
reports that Construction Battalions project a systemcorrection by
July 30, 2001. The Shipyard System MAT01, has been notified but
has not yet submitted a projected conpletion date. ACTION: Services
shoul d report on the progress of their corrective actions at SPRC
meeting 01-3. DLMSO NOTE: It has been suggested to DLMSO that once
the maj or of fenders have been notified and system corrections nade,
DAASC begin rejecting DI Code D6S transactions rather than convert
to DI Code DRA. Request Conponents and DAAASC consider this



alternative and how when it could best be inplenmented, for
di scussion at SPRC neeting 01-3.

(d) Quantity Probl ens. ARMY:  Arny
progranmmed their systemto cite the quantity received rather than
the m ssing quantity, when |ess than the shipped quantity is
received. This approach conflicts with approved procedures. Arny
i ndicated a system change to correct the problem has been witten,
however due to a noratoriumon changes to the Standard Arny Retai
Supply System (SARSS), the requirenment nust be elevated wthin Arny.
An Armmy neeting was schedul ed for June 18, 2001 to address this and
ot her i ssues. AIR FORCE: Air Force continues to pursue a
correction to the problem of reporting MRAsS showi ng a di screpancy
indicator code F, indicating a quantity mssing, for nateriel that
has in fact not yet been shipped. ACTION:  Arny and Air Force to
provi de status update of their corrective action as soon as
possi bl e, but no | ater than SPRC neeting 01-3.

(e) Security Assistance (SA) Concerns. DLMSO
i ssued a nmenorandum April 11, 2001, formally tasking the Services
to respond to DSADC questions/concerns. To date only Navy has
formally responded. ACTION. Request Armmy, Air Force, and Marine
Corps provide formal responses to the April 11, 2001 nmenor andum
by July 30, 2001

(f) Partial and Split Shipnents. BACKGROUND
At SPRC neeting 01-1, the PRC was tasked to provide by May 15, 2001
detail ed docunentation on how their retail receipt and MRA
processes/systens react to the partial and split shipnent coding in
the TCN field; docunmentation on the full inpact of partial and split
codi ng on SDR generation; and identification of what, if any, entry
is currently being made in rp 7 of the DI Code DRA/DRB, to include
t he associ ated progranm ng | ogi c and procedural guidance.
DI SCUSSI ON:  The use of partial shipnments by the Distribution
Standard System (DSS) is an authorized process. The increased use
of partial shipnents to expedite shipnents, saving tinme that woul d
have been required to consolidate material for a single shipnent,
may have had unantici pated and far-reaching inpact in other areas of
DoD | ogi stic processes which do not appear to have systematic
provi sions for processing the partial shipnment coding contained in
the TCN field. Areas of concern include, but may not be limted to,
retail receipt processing, MRA processing, and SDR generation. To
date only Navy has formally provided the requested i nformation on
systemati c/ procedural processing of partial and split shipnent
coding in the TCN field. Arny indicated they would be able to
respond after their internal June 18, 2001 neeting. ACTION:  In
Iight of the wi despread use of partial shipments by DSS, al
Conponents shoul d be | ooking at the inpact of partial shipnments on
their systens and procedures. Further, request that by July 30,
2001, Arny, Air Force, and Marine Corps provide docunentation on
their procedures for processing partial and split shipnent coding
contained in the TCN field in their retail receipt, MRA and SDR




processing; and the inpact if procedures/systens do not consider
this data. (See m nutes of SPRC neeting 01-1 for nore detail ed
docunentation of the issue/concerns.) DLMSOw Il identify to Navy
those areas for which additional clarification is required for the
informati on Navy provided. DLA will continue efforts to verify the
magni t ude of the depot's use of partial shipnents, and ascertain the
extent to which transportation splits shipnents.

(g) Supply D screpancy Reports (SDRs) Based
upon Arny “Pseudo” Receipts (Material Receipt Acknow edgenent (MRA)
wi th Di screpancy Code F). BACKGROUND: Refer to 01-1 minutes for
details. ACTION. No resolution. This discussion will be resuned at

t he SPRC 01-3 neeti ng.

(4) RFID Joint AMCLs 12 (M LSTRAP) and 43
(MLSTRIP), Mintaining Accountability During Mintenance Actions.
BACKGROUND: The RFID for Joint AMCLs 12 and 43 was rel eased March
29, 2001. Air Force and Marine Corps response to the RFID
i ndi cated the change was inplenented, while Arny indicated the
M LSTRAP portion was inplenmented. Navy and DLA had not responded
DI SCUSSI ON:  Joint AMCLs 12 and 43 were devel oped to provide nore
accurate DoD accountability for itens undergoi ng maintenance, in
response to DoDI G and GAO audit reports identifying weaknesses in
this area. |In light of the inportance of this change, the GAO and
DoDI G interest, and the positive inplenmentation response previously
provided by Army, Air Force and Marine Corps, DLMSO requested that
DLA and Navy provide their response to the RFID in anticipation that
the procedures can be inplenmented and published in the near term
DLA indicated that they have been working with Navy on
i npl ementation of AMCL 12/ 43 procedures between Navy and the DLA
depot system DLA agreed to provide Navy with their Navy point of
contact. ACTION: Request DLA and Navy provide their AMCL 12/43
i npl enentati on dates by August 15, 2001. Request Arny, Air Force,
and Marine Corps verify or update the inplenentation dates
previously provided.

(5) RFID MLSTRAP AMCL 14, Revised Asset Status
Reporting and Logi stics Asset Support Estinmate (LASE) Procedures for
Total Asset Visibility (TAV). BACKGROUND: AMCL 14 was initially
publ i shed as an approved change on June 23, 1994, for inplenentation
by the Joint Logistics System Center (JLSC). Due to the dem se of
the JLSC, the RFID for AMCL 14 was rel eased Decenber 2, 1997. The
majority of AMCL 14 has been inplenented by the Services, by
agreenent with DLA, as docunented in MLSTRAP Interim Change 94-1,
and formally published in MLSTRAP by Change Number 4, April 15,
1996. Air Force may not have been part of the initial
i npl enent ati on, however Air Force response to the RFID provided a
June 2000 inplenentation date. DISCUSSION:. The portion of AMCL 14
not formally published/inplenented relates to renoving the
transaction reporting procedures from M LSTRAP Chapter 8; and an
adm ni strative change to M LSTRAP al |l owi ng use of Logistics Asset
Support Estinmate (LASE) procedures by authorized bel ow whol esal e



activities. Renoval of the transaction reporting section of chapter
8 was done in response to Conponent position that such procedures
were never inplenented, and are not needed. |If that is the case,
there is no systeminpact to renoving the transaction reporting
procedures, allow ng i nmedi ate publication of that portion of AMCL
14 in MLSTRAP. ACTION: Request Conponents verify by July 16,
2001, that the transaction reporting procedures of M LSTRAP chapter
8, paragraph C. 9, are not needed and can be renpbved as docunented in
AMCL 14. DLMSO NOTE SUBSEQUENT TO THE MEETI NG  Request Air Force
al so verify, by July 16, whether the M LSTRAP Appendi x B10 Asset
Status Reporting Codes N and P, and the associated AMCL 14, chapter
8 procedures have been inpl enent ed.

(6) Revised RFID ADC 14, New Supply Condition Code
(SCCO) V, Unserviceable (Waste, MIlitary Minitions). BACKGROUND:
ADC 14 was issued July 27, 2000, with a Decenber 2004 j oint
i npl ementation date. This date was selected to accommopdate the
out si de Component i nplenentation date, which was provided by Arny.
DI SCUSSION: I n May 2001, Arny advised DLMSO that they could
i npl enent ADC 14 i mmedi ately, and asked if joint inplenentation
earlier than 2004 was possible. DLMSO agreed to reissue the RFID as
this change is needed in DoD to support the Environnmental Protection
Agency Mlitary Miunitions Rule, which was effective August 12, 1997
ACTION: DLMSO will release a Request for a REVI SED | npl enent ati on
Date for ADC 14.

(7) PDC 29, Requisition PD Validation. BACKGROMND
Thi s change provi ded specific instructions for identification of the
F/AD | activities within the requisition. |t has been on hold as a
result of Conponent nonconcurrence due to inability to procedurally
ensure the inclusion of the applicable DoDAAC in the requisition.
DI SCUSSION: It was agreed that DLMSO should withdraw the proposed
change and rework for inplenentation under the DLMS. ACTION. DLMBO
will draft for Conponent review.

(8) PDC 39, Use of Both Ownership Code and Purpose
Code. BACKGROUND: PDC 39 proposed use of both ownership code and
pur pose code in DLMS, for anmunition, and asked if the concept
shoul d be expanded beyond amunition. DI SCUSSION: During the m xed
DLSS/ DLMS envi ronnment, only one code, either ownership or purpose,
can be translated back to a DLSS transaction due to the constraints
of the 80 record position DLSS formats. The change will be approved
for ammunition only at this time. However the use of both codes can
be expanded beyond anmunition when additional requirenments are
identified. ACTION. DLMSOw |l release an approved DLMsS change and
publish the requirenent in the appropriate DLMS suppl enments, noting
the imtation of using both codes for ammunition while in a m xed
DLSS/ DLMS environnment. No RFID is required.

(9) RFID 39, Verification of Excessive Quantity
Requi sitions. BACKGROUND: The original MLSTRI P change was
restaffed and approved for DLMS i nplenentation only. Subsequently,



DSCA requested that DLMSO aut horize use the DLSS transaction formats
for exchange with foreign custoners. DI SCUSSI ON: The DSCA request
conflicts with DoDI 8190.1 policy on use of approved nethods of

el ectronic logistics informati on exchange. Rather than authorize a
new i npl ementati on under the DLSS, DLMSO confirmed that DSCA may
request translation services fromDAASC to facilitate non-ANSI ASC
X12 interfaces with foreign custoners as needed. ACTION. The
approved change will be released for DLMS inpl ementati on.

Conponents wi |l coordinate inplenentation with DLMSO when noderni zed
systens are avail able to support the new requirenent.

(10) PDC 41, Cdarification of Estimated Delivery
Date (EDD) use in the 527D I C. BACKGROUND: PDC 41 was devel oped to
clarify a conflict in the 527D, regardi ng when the EDD was required.
DI SCUSSION:. DLMSO will revise the 527D to provide for use of the
EDD consistent with its present use in related M LSTRAP
transactions. ACTION. DLMSO will issue an approved DLMA Change.
No RFIDis required for this clarification of the DLMS 527D.

(11) RFID 41, DAAS Reject of Requisitions Wth
Invalid Ship-to and Mail-to Address in MAPAD. BACKGROUND: This
change originally scheduled for inplenentation in 1994, authorizes
the DAAS to reject SA transactions that do not have a valid ship-to
address. DISCUSSION: It was the consensus that this change shoul d
be i npl emented. DAASC indicated they could inplenment within 30 days
of release. DSCA will research ILCO capacity to respond to Status
Code DP and review specific wording showmn in the RFID rationale
paragraph (2). ACTION. DSCA will meke appropriate recomendati ons.
DLMSO wi | | draft for Conponent review.

(12) RFID 44, Recurring/ Nonrecurring Demand Dat a.
BACKGROUND: This change originally schedul ed for inplenentation in
1995, expands the definition of Demand Code O, requires adjustnent
of demand data when a cancellation is processed, and revises the
format of the referral order. DI SCUSSION. The consensus was that
this change could be approved with portions deferred for DLMS
i npl enentation. DLMSO wi |l draft for Conmponent review

(13) Draft ADC 44 Two- Di nensi onal Bar Synbol on
| ssue Rel ease/ Recei pt Docunent (1 RRD)(DD Form 1348-1A) (Staffed as
PDC 61). BACKGROUND: This change added to the IRRD a 2-D PDF 417
synmbol (previously referred to as a bar code) enconpassi ng data
el enents currently expressed in a |inear bar code. Analysis and
subsequent discussion resulted in clarification of numerous issues
and consensus to proceed. DI SCUSSION: Despite efforts to resolve,
there remain several additional detail data issues to resolve prior
to release of the approved change. DLA indicated that a Request for
| mpl enentation Date (RFID) is required, as their design center could
not conply with our request for an inplenentati on date based on the
PDC staffing. Remaining data issues include:

Di stribution Code. Does not reflect MLSTRI P standard three-



position field.

Docunment nunber. Includes optional suffix code w thin Docunment
nunber field.

Nati onal Stock Number. Includes optional 2 characters for
speci al coding after NSN

Unit Price. Needs explanatory note and correction of sanple
data. Size of field needs to be researched. Current bar code
probl em exi sts where actual price may exceed avail able field

si ze.

ACTION: DLMSO will work with the USMC and the DoD AIT Comrmittee to
resolve. DLA will research the UP issue. A revised draft will be
provided prior to formal staffing.

(14) PDC 62, Proposed Change to DAASC Mi ling

Process. BACKGROUND: The purpose of this change is to elimnate
DAASC mai ling of transactions related to MLSTRIP and M LSBILLS
processes. DI SCUSSI ON: DAASC continues to work with Conponents to
identify custonmers receiving nmailed output and inplenment replacenent
comuni cations nethods. It was the consensus that DLMSO shoul d
prepare an approved change to elimnate all mailed supply status and
to insure that new users enpl oy electronic interfaces. ACTI ON

DLMSO wi || draft for Conponent conments.

(15) Draft PDC 65, Enhanced Edits for the Required
Delivery Date (RDD) Field in Requisitions. BACKGROUND: Per SPRC
00-3 agreenment, and in response to O G Report D 2000-113, Required
Delivery Dates in Requisitions for Secondary Itens of Supply
| nventory, DLMSO prepared a draft change proposal to address
speci fi c RDD usage problens that could be resolved with enhanced
DAASC val idation. The SPRC continued to refine the requirenent
during the SPRC 01-1 neeting and electronically thereafter
DI SCUSSI ON:  The revi sed change was revi ewed and coments were
provi ded for correction/further enhancenment. DLA advised that they
have deviated slightly from M LSTRI P gui dance in determ ning demand
sequence so that the requisition docunent nunber date precedes the
date of the RDD (when earlier than the conputed standard delivery).
A gquestion was raised concerning whether it is proper to retain
gui dance allow ng additional tinme for review of manually submtted
requisitions (1 day for PDs 01-08 and 3 days for PDs 09-15). This
is not included in the current UMW PS standard, but is reflected in
the current MLSTRIP. ACTION. Conmponents will investigate
progranmred demand sequence for conpliance with MLSTRIP. DLMSO wil |
update and coordinate a draft proposal prior to official staffing.
DLMSO wi || research the UMM PS question and initiate changes to DoD
4140. 1-R required to deconflict the guidance.

b. Conponent Uni que DLMS Requirements. BACKGROUND: By
request of the Navy, the Logistics Managenment Institute (LM)
prepared a report documenti ng Conponent uni ques associated with
NAVSUP requirenents. DLMSO | ater comm ssioned LM to prepare
simlar reports and draft DLMS change proposals on behalf of the



Arnmy and Air Force. The Arny report is conplete and has been

provided to the Arny Supply PRC representative. The Air Force study
is currently underway. DI SCUSSI ON: DLA questioned whether a simlar

study was to be conducted for DLA uniques. ACTION. Subsequent to
the neeting it was determ ned that DLA transactions were not
included in the DLMSO task order. Due to funding constraints, no
provi sions for such a study are envisioned. DLA may pursue directly
with LM.

c. FElectronic Data Interchange (EDI) |ntegrated Product
Team (I PT). BACKGROUND: The Director, Logistics Systens
Moder ni zation, requested that the existing DRI D 48/ Commerci a
St andards EDI | PT be expanded to exploit the full potential of the
comuni ty services concept as it relates to enterprise resource
pl anning (ERP)/ noderni zation initiatives. D SCUSSION: DLMSO
provi ded an update brief on the ED |PT-Expanded with enphasis on
the four subgroups tasked with developing a plan to neet the
Director’s goal. These groups are: |logistics information exchange,
busi ness rules, data standards, and reference data repositories.
Briefing slides are available on the Supply PRC Committee web page
(linked to the 01-2 neeting agenda). An EDI | PT- Expanded neeting was
hel d on June 20, 2001 (refer to: ww.dla.ml/j-6/Io0g-
edi /ERP | PT/default.htm ACTION: The SPRC will continue to address
action itens delineated in the Adoption of Comercial Standards
Cor porate Pl an.

d. Distribution Standard System (DSS) |Interface |ssues.
The SPRC joined a neeting that was convened June 13, 2001, to discuss
concerns over enterprise resource planning (ERP) interface
requirenents with DSS. Specific ERP efforts represented were: DLA' s
Busi ness Systens Mbderni zation (BSM, Navy's Aviation Supply
Chai n/ Mai nt enance Managenent (SMART), Arny’s Wol esal e Logi stics
Moder ni zati on Program (W.MP) and Arny nedi cal (USAMVA). The neeting
hi ghlighted the inportance of establishing ongoing conmunication
bet ween t he Conponent PRC representatives and the Conponent system
noder ni zation offices. Collaborative efforts are required to assure
that the requirenents of the |ogistics system nodernization efforts
(not just ERPs), which inpact DLMS capability/business rules, are
identified through the DLMS change process. ACTION. Refer to DSS
interface neeting mnutes avail able via hyperlink fromthe SPRC
agenda.

e. Delayed Inplenentation Dates. BACKGROUND: The recent
republication of MLSTRI P perpetuated outdated information in
Appendi x 4, which cites authorized exceptions and del ayed
i npl enentation dates. ACTION: The Conmittee was tasked with
validating the information in the appendi x and providing corrections
to DLMSO
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f. DLMS Suppl enent (DS) Review.

(1) The Committee conpleted review of the DS to the
940R Federal | nplenmentation Convention (1C), Mteriel Release. The
follow ng SPRC 01-1 and 01-2 commrents/corrections apply:

When action code “RG', in the W507 segnent, page 7, is used,
the transaction nust also identify whether the itemis a
“reparabl e” or a “consumabl e”.

The DLMS manual shoul d be changed to reflect that DAASC nust
monitor for additional status recipients when the DLM5 is the
total operating environnent.

DLMSO nust verify the wording of the DLMS NOTE in reference to
the use of MLSTRIP code “M to indicate “thousands” when the
guantity ordered exceeds 99,999 (W101 segnent).

The DAASC representative requested DLMSO review their mapping
of the “Earliest delivery date” and “Last acceptable delivery
date” for the 6201/ 6202 segnents.

DLMSO wi Il look into the feasibility of using comercia
standards for U to elimnate the requirenment for DLMS
conversion tables. (A note referencing the accounting

cl assification appendi x may be needed in the FA2 segnent.)

Additional clarification and, possibly, a new qualifier is
needed to identify the recipient of a lateral redistribution
order.

Armmy uni que requirenents for the unit value and for the type of
physi cal inventory/transaction history code were di scussed wth
no resolution. Further investigation by DLMSO and the Arny is
required. The discussion raised the issue of unit price, which
was stream i ned out of the I C and never reinstated, and how to
handl e prices that exceed the DLSS field size restraints.

The correct application of “optional (nmust use)” guidance at
both the | oop and usage | evel s caused sone concern. DLMSO
provi des the follow ng explanation: According to section 2.3.6
of the ANSI X12 Design Rul es docunment "Since the first segnent
of a loop is always nandatory if the loop is used, the

requi renent designator of the first segnment specifies the usage
of the loop." Once the loop is specified as Optional (Muist
Use), all of the | oop usage requirenents designators wll be
Optional (Must Use). This cannot be changed. However, we can
separately designate the usage for the segnents within the

| oop.
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{2) The Committee began review of the DS to the 945A
Federal IC, Materiel Release Advice. The Committee provided the
following comments/corrections:

e 2pplicability must be expanded to include responses to lateral
redistribution orders under Total Asset Visibility (TAV).
Coding compatible with the 940 must be added to identify
reparable/ consumable items and applicable activities.

¢ An additional from activity must be added to identify DAASC as
the sender where DLSS source transaction for the DLMS %45 does
not identify the initiator.

¢ DLMSO will investigate apparent loss of reference toc warranty
information in the G62Z segment.

g. Next Meeting. The SPRC 01-2 meeting is scheduled for
October 16-18, 2001. As time permits, the agenda will include
review of the 945A(resumed) /527D DLMS supplements (equivalent of
material release confirmation, and due-in transactions), and a
continuation of many of the above topics. ACTION: The Navy should
be prepared to provide an overview of their modernization program
(originally scheduled for previous two mestings).

ELLEN HILERT MA JANE AJOHNSON
Supply PRC Co-Chair Su y PR{/Coc-Chair

APPROVE:
JAMES A. JUHNSON FIET -
Director, DLMSO
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