Request for Implementation Date for AMCL 13 released 2/14/2008.  
Email followup to DLA, USA, USMC, and GSA on 3/27 with response due 4/4/08.   
Responses received as of April 4, 2008:
	Component
	Response
	DLMSO RESPONSE

	DLA
	No response to date.  
	

	USA
	Army response due date extended to April 10, 2008.  
	

	USAF
	AF has implemented CSRDs in our D035 wholesale (A) and retail (K) systems to allow us to process partial reversals for D4, D6, D8, and D9 transactions sent by DSS.   No changes were made to the legacy systems (D035A/K) for any other MILSTRAP transaction DOC-IDs for partial reversals--they will have to wait for our future ECSS system (2012).
	

	USN
 
	Since all legacy systems are browned-out, Navy will not implement AMCL/ADCs until Navy ERP is fully operational.
	

	USMC
	Since GCSS-MC is COTs, we are relying on the core, basic, out-of-the-box functionality of the 11i suite, we are not creating actual transactions like D9_s for internal activities.  For actions that will require transmission of transactions, we will create the transaction and send it via RICE.  As far as for financial reporting, the only time GCSS-MC will be reporting to SABRS as other than a roll-up/recap is for purchase orders (POs) and PO related receipts...inventory adjustments will be rolled up and sent.  In the future, when we have to transactionally talk to other services, GCSS-MC will have to create the transactions to send per the standards.  The way Oracle will work this is; If instead of doing an inventory gain of 100, I do one for 1000, then I'll have to do a loss for 900.  Transactions will be linked with references and they will of course be captured.  GCSS-MC will not have the capability to accept reversals, full or partial.  

Legacy systems will not be modified due to the implementation of GCSS-MC. 


	DLMSO is not addressing how USMC systems process internally, or saying that you need to process MILS/DLMS transactions internally in your COTS system.  However USMC must be able to accept and process the data from the MILS/DLMS transactions.  My understanding is that you would use your COTS functionality and map the data from the DLMS transaction into whatever internal transactions are used in the COTS to perform these functions.

         I am not a technical expert, however in discussing this with others in DLMSO, it would seem your COTS should have internal functionality to process, for example, inventory adjustments and reversals/changes to previously provided data. However, if you must always do a loss rather than reverse an inventory adjustment, then you would need to map the reversal inventory adjustments you receive from the Distribution Standard System (DSS) in a manner that will result in the correct balance on your internal inventory records.
       If the USMC COTS can't process the current MILS total reversal functionality, or the approved partial reversal functionality, USMC may need to propose changes to the DoD standards.  That is, if USMC expects DSS to send an inventory loss transaction versus a reversal, that would require a proposed DLMS change to the DOD procedures which would affect more than just USMC.  If USMC can map a DLMS reversal to an internal COTS loss transaction, then a proposed DLMS change may be needed to establish a new reason code/management code so that this type of adjustment can be tracked/identified and not be combined with some existing type of loss.
      DLMSO may need more information and further discussion with USMC on how the USMC system will process existing DLMS transactions/requirements.  USMC (and all Components for that matter)  would need to submit a PDC for any changes from the existing DOD MILS/DLMS requirements/processes.

	DSCA
	The Navy MISIL system does not generate or receive the specific transactions discussed AMCL 13.   It does not appear that a MISIL change is needed.   We will continue to monitor our incoming status to see if there is any indirect impact that might affect the MISIL system. 
	


