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DLMSO Novenber 20, 2001

MEMORANDUM FOR RECCRD

SUBJECT: Def ense Logi stics Managenent Standards (DLMS) Supply
Process Review Commttee (PRC) Meeting 01-3,
Cct ober 16-18, 2001

Pur pose: The Defense Logistics Managenent Standards O fice
(DLMBO) 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 Hlert and Ms. Mary

Jane Johnson, Supply PRC (SPRC) Co-Chairs, and Ms. Vernella Savage,
M LSTRI P Admi nistrator, facilitated discussion:

Revi ew of Meeting Topi cs:

a. DLSS/DLMsS Change Eval uation, Status Review, and |ssue
Resol ution. The follow ng specific changes were di scussed:

1) Revised Request for |Inplenentation Dated (RFID)
AMCL 9, Processing Materiel Receipts Not Due for GSA Managed Itens.
BACKGROUND: AMCL 9 was devel oped to address unaut hori zed returns of
GSA managed items. M LSTRAP procedures require that the receiving
activity report recei pt of discrepant unauthorized returns to the
cogni zant I CP while the discrepancy is being processed. However under
GSA policy, unless a return was authorized through the Materi el
Returns Program GSA will not accept ownership for itens sold to DoD
Hence reporting recei pt of discrepant unauthorized returns to GSA, as
t he cogni zant item nmanager, is not an acceptable procedure. GSA wll
sinply reject the receipt |AWtheir policy. At the time AMCL 9 was
witten, the Services owned their own depots, and the change required
that the Services provide their depots a neans to report unauthorized
returns of GSA managed itens to a Service owner. Subsequent to the
approval of the change, the depots were transferred to DLA. At that
point, the Services were required to provide DLA with a Service
organi zation to which the receipt for the unauthorized return of GSA
assets should be reported. DI SCUSSION:. M. Bob Vitko, DLA SPRC
representative, addressed nechani sns that have evol ved which could
prove effective at dealing with the probl em of unauthorized returns.
Specifically, under Supply Di screpancy Reporting (SDR) procedures,
U S. Governnent activities returning materiel w thout authorization
may be held responsible for costs incurred by the receiving activity
when the discrepancy is reported and validated | AW SDR procedur es.
Recoupnent action by the I CP against the initiator may include al
costs for reinbursable actions performed by the receiving activity
such as repackagi ng, marking, and/or disposal. M. Vitko suggested
that if GSA invoked this punitive action, it could be a deterrent to
future unaut horized return of GSA materiel. However upon further



consideration of this punitive procedure, it appears to the M LSTRAP
adm ni strator that this approach is nore appropriately used by the
Services than by GSA. For GSA to invoke these procedures, they woul d
have to accept ownership for the unauthorized return of itens, and act
as an item manager to provide disposition instructions to the DoD
receiving activity, and to direct that the DoD returning activity be
billed for costs incurred related to the materiel. This approach
conflicts with GSA's 1985 policy that responsibility for materi el
passes to DoD upon shipnment to DoD activities, and that GSA does not
provi de inventory managenent services to DoD activities for such
materiel. (The 1985 GSA policy is available as a link to the SPRC 01-
3 agenda.) ACTION. DLMSO agreed to contact GSA to advise them of the
suggestion to ascertain if GSAis willing to deviate fromtheir 1985
policy and act as an item nmanager for DoD, when unauthorized returns
are involved, so that GSA can invoke the SDR recoupnent process.
NOTE: Subsequent to the neeting M. Gary Hood, GSA, advised that use
of the SDR process would require that GSA engage in a procedure that,
as a matter of policy, they don't do. M. Hood indicated that GSA's
1985 policy is still in effect. In light of this information, the
Servi ces should continue to pursue inplenentation of AMCL 9 and notify
DLMSO of their inplenmentation date. Use of the SDR recoupnent
process di scussed above woul d appear to provide a deterrent to

unaut hori zed returns, however the Services should pursue this process
rat her than GSA

(2) Approved DLM5 Change (ADC) 9A, Validation of F/ AD
| Activities; ADC 9B, Automatic Downgradi ng Based upon Validation of
F/ AD; and I npl enmentation |Issues. BACKGROUND: The original change
established an autonmated process to validate F/AD | requisitions using
a table of authorized activity DoDAACs mai ntai ned at DAASC. Begi nni ng
in Septenber 1998, requisitions reflecting unauthorized use of
associ ated priority designators (PDs) have been output to a report for
Conmponent review. |In Septenber 2000, ADC 9B activated automatic
downgrading to include all inproper PD 04 and 11 requisitions and
Security Assistance (SA) PD 0l1s. DI SCUSSION: The Committee revi ewed
Sept enber report data reflecting increases for PDOl1 requisitions for
Air Force and other categories. Report revisions to incorporate |ogic
for elimnating “redundant” passing and referral orders w thout the
one-nmonth constraint and inclusion of AT _, AM, and APR transactions
appearing as originals (i.e. the AO transaction is not recorded in
t he DAAS data base) have been inplenented. The Navy reported a
program correction at Puget Sound assuring appropriate F/ AD usage on
requi sitions was inplenented October 1. The Joint Staff (J-4)
reported termi nation of devel opnent efforts on a related initiative
referred to as the F/AD On-Line Retrieval and Tracking System ( FORTS)
This project was considered a possible long-termfacilitator for
expansi on of DAAS validation beyond F/AD I|. ACTION: M LSTRI P
interimchange to post nodified report formats and refined sel ection
criteria will be released shortly. Conponents will continue efforts
to identify instances of high volune abuse and seek corrective action
DAASC wi | | research accessibility issues concerning the report to
determ ne feasibility of restrictions.



(3) Joint AMCLs 11 (M LSTRAP) & 15 (M LSTRIP),
Revi sed Materiel Receipt Acknow edgenent (MRA) Procedures.
BACKGROUND: The AMCL 11/15 procedures were initially devel oped to
resol ve several DoD systemdeficiencies identified in various DoD I G
and GAO reports. In 1996, ADUSD(L) MDM recognizing the benefits
AMCL 11/15 could have for netrics analysis (presently addressed
under the DoD Custonmer WAit Time initiative), directed and funded
i npl enentation of AMCLs 11 and 15. Conponents accepted the fundi ng
and i npl enented on a staggered basis from 1997 into early 1999,
subsequently reporting full inplementation. Numerous significant
i npl enent ati on i ssues have since been identified but have not been
fully resolved. At this neeting, the Supply PRC Co-chairs indicated
they would | ook into elevating the MRA inplenentation issues to
ADUSD SCI for resolution, rather than continue to address them at
SPRC neetings. (Refer to the mnutes of SPRC neeting 01-1 and 01-2
for detailed docunentation of inplenentation issues (b) through (h)
bel ow.)

(a) MRA Managenent |Information Report. The
commttee reviewed excerpts froma draft MRA managenent information
report, which DAASC devel oped at the request of the SPRC. After the
representatives approve the report it will be avail able on-Iline
t hrough DAASC. Discussion resulted in the several initial
recommendations to include: (1) provide explanations (simlar
to information provided in separate handout prepared by Mary
Maur er/ DAASC) in the report for the various colums, to
facilitate report review, (2) possibly provide capability for
the report to be accessed on-line by nore than one sequence,
such as by requisitioner sequence and by ship-to DoDAAC
sequence; (3) eventually provide drill-down capability to the
i ndi vidual transaction |level and (4) DVD information appeared
to be incorrect and DAASC is to review correct as needed.

(b) Arny inplenmentation of AMCL 15 (M LSTRI P).
Revi ew of DAASC records in May 2001 reveal ed a conpl ete absence of Dl
Code ASH transactions for Armmy, inplying that Army may not have
i npl enented the AMCL 15 procedures. ACTION. Arny will investigate
and provide status of corrective action.

(c) MRA Subni ssion Rate Concerns.

1 Navy Overall MRA Subm ssion Rates.
Despite having accepted funding fromOSD to inplenent AMCLs 11/15 in
1996/ 1997, and having reported the change as inplemented in their
| egacy systens, Navy's overall MRA subm ssion rate renmins very |ow,
i ndi cating the change was never fully inplenented. M. Mchael Mrra,
Navy SPRC representative, stated that because Navy | egacy systens are
bei ng replaced by SAP, Navy will not apply resources to change the
| egacy systens to fully inplement AMCL 11/15. ACTION: In |ight of
Navy's position, DLMSO advised that the Navy Supply PRC representative
must assure that all Navy system nodernization efforts/offices are
apprised of the AMCL 11/15 requirenents, and their inportance to DoD.




Further, DLMSO tasked Navy to docunment when and how Navy wil |

i npl emrent the AMCL 11/15 MRA procedures. |If inplenentation is to be
acconplished by the 4 or 5 Navy ERPs, Navy nust, as a MNIMUM a)
docunment which ERPS will inplenment the procedures; b) docunment when
each ERP will inplenent the procedures; <c¢) identify what systens each
ERP is replacing; and d) assure that all recipients of shipnents of

DoD whol esal e materiel will be capable of submtting MRAs under the
ERPs. Request Navy docunent this information to DLMSO within 45 days

fromthe date of these m nutes.

2 Medical and Cothing & Textile
Systens. The DLA statistics reviewed at SPRC neeting 01-1 indicated
that the MRA process was not effectively inplenented by Service
Medi cal systens and, particularly for Navy and Marine Corps, by the
Clothing & Textile systens. ACTION: Request Service and DLA PRC
representatives coll aborate and exchange informati on as needed to
advance the investigation of inplenentation of MRA procedures in
Medi cal and Cothing & Textile systens. Services should continue to
investigate, and provide their results and a plan of corrective
action at SPRC neeting 02-1.

(d) 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
i nterimprocedure should no I onger be in effect as it would not be
required with full inplenentation of the MRA procedures. However
DAASC query reveal ed continued generation of D6S transactions:

Service # D6S transactions by month in 2001

APR MAY JUN JUL AUG SEP OCT
Navy 12,101 12, 651 12,442 10, 763 11, 853 9, 182 10, 542
Air 2,503 2,248 2,013 2,312 2,538 2,829
Force 2,590
Ar y 633 1,122 11, 498 794 996 29 4
Mari ne 30 100 45 60 45 17 69
Cor ps

DI SCUSSION:  Armmy reflected dramatic drop in the nunber of D6S
transactions generated in Septenber. Subsequent to the neeting, the
Cctober figures were received reflecting only 4 D6S transactions
generated by Arny. Marine Corps initiates corrective action with

i nvol ved activities, for their very limted generation of D6S
transactions. Air Force D6S generation appears limted to their

| egacy nedical system (MEDLOG), which will continue to generate DI
Code D6S until replaced by the DMLSS. DMSS fielding began in April
2001 and will continue on a staggered basis for the next 3-4 years.
Navy D6S nunbers decreased by approximately 20% i n Septenber, which
Navy attributes to a fix to their Construction Battalions system
Navy suspects their Shipyard Systemis generating the remai ning D6S
transactions. They anticipate a fix to that system by January 29,
2002. DLMSO NOTE: It has been suggested to DLMSO that once the
maj or of fenders have been notified and system corrections made,
DAASC begin rejecting DI Code D6S transactions rather than convert



to DI Code DRA. Request Conponents and DAASC consider this
alternative and how when it could best be inplenented.

(e) Quantity Problens. 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. At
SPRC neeting 01-2, Arny indicated a system change to correct the
probl em has been witten, however due to a noratoriumon changes to
the Standard Arny Retail Supply System (SARSS), the requirenment nust
be elevated within Arny. At SPRC 01-2, Arny reported an interna
nmeeti ng was schedul ed for June 18, 2001 to address this and ot her
i ssues, and possibly obtain funding to fix the quantity problem
The Arnmy SPRC representative has since changed and M. Tom Evans,
the new Arnmy SPRC representative, agreed to investigate whether the
Arny neeting took place, and the outcone. AR FORCE: Air Force
continues to pursue a correction to the problem of reporting MRAs
showi ng a di screpancy indicator code F, indicating a quantity
m ssing, for materiel that has in fact not yet been shipped.

ACTION:  Arny and Air Force to provide status update of their
corrective action as soon as possible, but no later than SPRC
nmeeting 02-1.

(f) 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. DLMBOreiterated the request for Arny, Air Force,
and Marine Corps to provide formal responses to the April 11, 2001
menor andum as soon as possible, but no later than SPRC 02- 1.

(g) 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 shipnment 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 programm ng | ogi ¢ and procedural guidance. Requested
docunent ati on has not yet been received fromArny, Air Force, or
Marine Corps. DISCUSSION: See SPRC 01-1 and 01-2 for detailed
expl anati on of the problem ACTION: In light of the w despread use
of partial shipnents by DSS, all Conponents should be |Iooking at the
i npact of partial shipnents on their systens and procedures.
Further, request that within 45 days of the date of these ninutes,
Arnmy, Air Force, and Marine Corps provide detail ed docunentati on on
their procedures for processing partial and split shipnment 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. DLMSOwi Il identify to Navy those areas for which
additional clarification is required for the information Navy
previously provided. Request DLA continue efforts to verify the
magni t ude of the depot's use of partial shipnents, and ascertain the
extent to which transportation splits shipnments.




(h) Supply Discrepancy Reports (SDRs) Based
upon Arny “Pseudo” Receipts (Material Recei pt Acknow edgenent ( MRA)
with Discrepancy Code F). BACKGROUND: Refer to 01-1 mnutes for
details. ACTION. No resolution. This discussion will be resuned at

the SPRC 02-1 neeti ng.

(4) RFID Joint AMCLs 12 (M LSTRAP) and 43
(MLSTRIP), Muintaining 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 itenms undergoi ng mai ntenance, in
response to DoDl G and GAO audit reports identifying weaknesses in
this area. 1In light of the inportance of this change, the GAO and
DoDl G interest, and the positive inplenmentation response previously
provi ded by Arny, Air Force and Marine Corps, DLMSO requested that
DLA and Navy provide their response to the RFID in anticipation that

t he procedures can be inplenented and published in the near term
ACTI ON:  Request that within 45 days fromthe date of these m nutes:

(1) DLA and Navy provide their AMCL 12/43 inplenmentation dates; and
(2) Arny, Air Force, and Marine Corps verify or update the
i npl ement ati on dates previously provided, since inplenentation would

likely require some interface with the DLA depot system

(5) 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 accompdate the
out si de Conmponent inplenentation date, which was provided by Arny.
In May 2001, Arny advised DLMSO that they could inplenent ADC 14
i mredi ately, and asked if joint inplenentation earlier than 2004 was
possi ble. DLMSO reissued the RFID on June 21, 2001. This change is
needed in DoD to support the Environnmental Protection Agency
Mlitary Munitions Rule, which was effective August 12, 1997.
DI SCUSSI O\ Responses to the RFID were due Aug 6, 2001, and have
not been received. Navy provided an inplenentation date of June
2002. ACTION: Conponents to respond to the RFID.

(6) RFID 41, DAAS Reject of Requisitions Wth
Invalid Ship-to and Mail-to Address in MAPAD. BACKGROUND: This
change originally schedul ed for inplenmentation in 1994, authorizes
the DAAS to reject SA transactions that do not have a valid ship-to
address. DI SCUSSI ON: The DSCA (I LCO representatives identified an
adverse inpact and potential for significant delay for sonme SA
custoners should they be required to submt a new requisition (wth
new docunment nunber) based upon a DP status rejection. An agreenent
was reached to clarify the approved change so that the DP status
woul d only apply to DAAS rejects and would permt resubm ssion of
the original requisition. 1CPs/IMVs rejecting requisitions for this



condi tion would use the CX status and would require a new
requisition. ACTION. DLMSO will issue the approved change

(7) Draft PDC 65, Enhanced Edits for the Required
Delivery Date (RDD) Field in Requisitions. BACKGROUND: Per SPRC
00-3 agreenent, and in response to O G Report D 2000-113, Required
Delivery Dates in Requisitions for Secondary Itens of Supply
I nventory, DLMSO prepared a draft change proposal to address
speci fic RDD usage problens that could be resolved w th enhanced
DAASC val idation. DI SCUSSION: The | atest version of the draft
proposal was reviewed and a few adjustnents were suggested. ACTI O\
Di scussi on of demand sequence for conpliance with MLSTRIP (carry
over fromO01-2 action itens) will be deferred for 02-1 neeting.
DLMSO wi | | rel ease the proposal for staffing.

(8) Proposed DLMS Change 68, Deletion of (bsolete
Type of Media Codes. BACKGROUND: DLMSO issued PDC 68 to update the
M LSTRAP Type of Media codes to elimnate those codes that are no
| onger applicable due to advancenents in technol ogy. DI SCUSSI ON:
Arny, Marine Corps, DTRA and DLA concurred. Responses were needed
fromNavy and Air Force. M. Dave Brown, DAASC, made suggestions
for rewording the remaining code definition to make it nore generic.
ACTION: DLMSO will reword the code definition based on di scussions
at the neeting and i ssue the RFID.

(9) Draft Proposal for Custoner Identification on
Aut omat ed Exception Requisitions. BACKGROUND: This change requires
i nternal system generation of customer identification within
aut omat ed exception requisitions containing clear text ship-to
addresses as a safeguard against fraud. DI SCUSSION: The DLA and
DAASC provided clarification of current practices instituted to
acconmmodat e specific customers. It was al so suggested that
consi deration be given to enploying public key encryption (PKlI) to
satisfy this requirenent. ACTION:. DLMSO will pursue possible
alternatives and conpl etion of the proposal for formal staffing.

b. Conponent Uni que DLMS Requirenments. BACKGROUND: Data
is transmtted within the DLSS and DLSS-1i ke transactions, for which
busi ness rules, validation criteria, and nmeta data have not been
vetted through the DLMS PRCs and are therefore undocunented in the
DoD 4000. 25 series manuals. This includes intra-Conponent
transactions (some of which have evol ved for inter-Conponent use);
mul ti-or dual -use record positions in existing DLSS transacti ons;
and data transmtted within DLSS "Bl ank" record positions.

DI SCUSSI ON: | f above Conponent data requirenents are not clearly
defined for the DLMs it could negatively inpact Enterprise Resource
Pl anni ng (ERP) and ot her noderni zation progranms, as well as existing
| egacy systens. Those overseeing noderni zation efforts relying on
DAAS DLSS- DLMS conversi on processing nust understand that undefined
data is not retained during the conversion. M. Dale Yeakel, DLMSO
support team briefed the Commttee on alternative approaches for
resolution. ACTION. DLMS PRC will have |ead action on identifying
and properly docunenting requirenents. Conmponents nust act quickly



to submit validated requirenents based upon LM study findings.

LM will conplete the AF study and begin review of DLA requirenents.
Subsequent to the neeting it was verified that the Electronic
Commer ce Resource Center (ECRC) personnel would prepare

i npl ementati on conventions to address USAMVA interface with DLA,
currently processed as C series transactions, under a DLMSO taski ng.

c. Electronic Data Interchange (ED) Integrated Product
Team (| PT) - Expanded Update. BACKGROUND: In March 2001, the DRID
48/ Commer ci al Standards EDI | PT was expanded to exploit the ful
potential of the comunity services concept as it relates to
enterprise resource planning (ERP)/nodernization initiatives (refer
to: ww.dla.ml/j-6/1o0g-edi/ERP |PT/default.htm. DI SCUSSI ON. The
nost significant action since the |ast nmeeting was conpletion of a
new appendi x to the Corporate Plan addressing enterprise-w de
services and action itens. The approved draft has been submtted to
DUSDL( MBR) for signature. ACTION. Subsequent to the neeting the
anti ci pated Novenmber EDI | PT-Expanded neeting to address
undocunent ed Conponent - uni que requirements was cancel | ed.

d. Joint Logistics Warfighting Initiative (JLW).
DI SCUSSION:. M. Matt Bush, OSD J-4 support team (Anteon), provided
an overview briefing and video on the JLW. (The briefing is
avail abl e via hyperlink fromthe neeting agenda.) El enents of
particular interest were the custoner wait time (CWM) netrics and the
web requisitioning initiative. The web requisitioning effort may
offer insights into establishing interfaces with Conponent | egacy
systens for financial obligation and demand history, a problem
pl agui ng DoD EMALL. ACTION:. DLMSO will gather nmore information and
share with interested parties.

e. Project Code Ranking. BACKGROUND: The Conmittee was
previously briefed that the Joint Staff J-4 was investigating the
need for rank ordering OSD/ CICS project codes during requisition
processing. Several alternative approaches were being considered.
DI SCUSSI ON:  The Joint Staff J-4 reported that their office would no
| onger pursue a procedural change to permt rank ordering of
OSD/ CJICS project codes. Current procedures are considered adequate
and no further action is warranted.

f. Defense Reutilization and Marketing Service (DRWVB)
Movi ng Forward. M. George Gray, DRMS, provided an overvi ew of DRVS
operations and future vision. The purpose of the briefing was to
establish a dial ogue and points of contact to assist in DRVS
transition to noving information vice material. (The briefing
avail abl e via hyperlink to neeting agenda.)

g. DLMS Suppl enent (DS) Review.

(1) The Committee continued review of the DS to the
945R Federal |nplenentation Convention (1C), Mteriel Release

Advice, where left off at the lat neeting. The follow ng SPRC 01-2
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and 01-3 comments/corrections apply. ACTION. DLMSO will develop a
change proposal to docunent the specific revisions to the DS/ IC

Applicability was expanded to include responses to |latera

redi stribution orders (LRO under Total Asset Visibility (TAV).
Codi ng conpatible with the 940 nust be added to identify

repar abl e/ consunable itens and applicable activities.

An additional fromactivity nust be added to identify DAASC as
the sender where DLSS source transaction for the DLMS 945 does
not identify the initiator.

Addi tional activities nmust be added to identify the “retail”
site responding to/satisfying a LRO and to identify the
activity overseeing the fulfillment of the LRO under Arny
single stock fund inplenentation.

DLMSO wi | | investigate apparent |oss of reference to warranty
information in the G2 segnent.

The use of nutually defined stock nunber qualifier was further
clarified to include |ocal control nunbers and managenent
control numbers issued by DLIS during the catal ogui ng process.
Al t hough separate qualifiers nmay be appropriate, it was not
identified as essential since the parties passing the data wl|
understand the contents.

(2) 830R, Special Program Requirenments (SPR). The
comm ttee di scussed a change to add the functionality of the
M LSTRAP Docunent |dentifier Codes DYB and DYMto identify that
exception date is being provided with an SPR.  ACTION: DLMSO wil |
i ssue a PDC for this change.

(3) 9471, Inventory Adjustnent. Dual adjustnents
require entry of both "TO" and "FROM' codes (supply condition
owner ship, or purpose). DLMSO provided for the two distinct TO and
FROM codes in the 9471 through positioning in the segnent (i.e. data
el ement has one neaning in first iteration of segment and a
different nmeaning in second iteration). However, we have since
| earned that positioning is an inefficient method to identify
distinct data. Systens, to include the DLMS-DLSS translator, cannot
al wvays make the distinction between data based on positioning. To
resolve this issue in the 9471, DLMSO wi ||l submt a data nai ntenance
(DM request for 3 new ANSI 1270 qualifiers for 2/LQ01/100 to
identify the "FROM codes, for use with dual adjustnents (WL916 code
DU (Dual Adjustment); and W.901/ 020 codes AC (Supply condition
code); AD (Purpose code); and A Owmership code)). In the interim
whil e the DM processes, DLMSO will add “ZzZ" to 2/LQ01/100, with a
DLMS Suppl enent (DS) note: “Use only in conjunction with dua
adj ustnments (WL916 code DU), to identify the old (“FROM) supply
condi tion code, or purpose code, or ownership code, as applicable".
ACTION: DLMSO will issue an ADC for this change, and pursue the
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necessary ANSI ASC X12 DM as well as updates to the 9471 Federal IC
and DLMS Suppl enent.

h. DoDAAC Tabl e Update. M. Jackie Carter, DLMSO DoDAAC
Tabl e Admi nistrator, provided a brief update on reengi neering
efforts as discussed at a March DoDAAC neeting. He provided a |ist
of data el enents under consideration during the redesign. ACTION
DLMSO wi | I continue efforts to develop an |/ DS for DoDAAC updat es
al t hough ot her nethods of table maintenance, including web-based
i nput, are planned.

i. Next Meeting. The SPRC 02-1 neeting is schedul ed for
January 14-18, 2002. The neeting is scheduled for 5 days to afford
time to review several DLMS supplenents, in addition to other agenda
topics. ACTION. The Navy should be prepared to provide an overview
of their nodernization program (originally schedul ed for previous
two neetings).

/sl /sl
ELLEN HI LERT MARY JANE JOHNSON
Supply PRC Co- Chair Supply PRC Co- Chair
APPROVE:
JAMES A. JOHNSON /sl

Director, DLMSO

Encl osur e





