SPRC 09-1 - Request for Implementation Date (RFID)  RESPONSES – Looking for responses to open RFIDs. RFIDs are available at:  http://www.dla.mil/j-6/dlmso/eLibrary/Changes/rfid.asp 
· RFID for ADC 12 (Revised Logistics  Reassignment Procedures)- Released June 1998.  SPRC 02-3 Conclusion:  Components unable to establish date in modernized systems.  Request premature. Components should assure modernized systems are aware of requirements, and need for joint implementation when applicable.  DLMSO will release new RFID.
· RFID for AMCL 13, 2/14/2008, Partial Reversal of Select MILSTRAP Transactions.        
SPRC 09-1 ACTION:  Request each Component provide implementation date by Dec 1, 2009 so a coordinated joint implementation date can be established.  Once established, DLMSO will publish in manuals with footnote citing Implementation date.  
· ADC 38 SPR Process Minimum and Maximum Quantity Checks, and New SPR Status Codes.  Followed-up for Army and AF ECSS dates by email on 6/18/09.  
· USA: No response todate.  SPRC 09-1 ACTION for USA:  Request Army provide implementation date by Dec 1, 2009.
· USN implemented ADC 38 December 2002.  Navy implemented these changes into current work practices and into Navy's work tool, PRISM, logic with NAVSISA.
·  USAF:  The AF no longer has a working system to process SPRs, so we cannot make any changes to a legacy system.  This will have to be addressed in our ECSS system.   

SPRC 09-1 ACTION for USAF: Request USAF provide an ECSS implementation date for ADC 38 by Dec 1, 2009.

· USMC – See USMC comments next page 

· DLA:  Implemented.  DLMSO noted that joint implementation date was not established and requested DLA provide solution for staggered implementation.  Response due 6/30/09.  Followed up 7-16-09.  SPRC 09-1 ACTIONS for DLA: By Dec 1, 2009, (1) DLA provide a solution for staggered implementation since DLA implemented early, and (2) DLA address USMC comment son next page regarding codes PB and PH as defined by ‘Request for Implementation Date for ADC 38’.  (Initial request to DLA by email on 6/18/2009) 
· RFID for ADC 295 Use of DLMS Qualifier for Local Stock Number/Management Control Numbers (ZZ qualifier for materiel identification). RFID responses due 9/22/08

· Navy ERP is planning to code for the use of "ZZ" in their DLMS mappings for release 1.1.   And since FEB 2010 is when they are scheduled to "go live" then Navy will have implemented ADC 295 after 2010 in their ERP solution.  DLMSO will relook at this RFID and followup as needed.
· RFID for ADC 278 (830D DDE).  Followed up for DLA EBS 830D Implementation Date on 6-17-09; 10/27/09.  SPRC 09-1 ACTION:  DLA advise if implemented in EBS, or provide EBS implementation date by Dec 1, 2009.  
[Not on RFID webpage—request for DLA EBS implementation date was in ADC cover memorandum]
· RFID for ADC 313 Revise DS 527R to Add Code for MILSTRAP DRB Functionality and to Address Enhancement for Advice Codes Used with 527R Receipt and Response to Inquiry for Materiel Receipt.
SPRC 09-1 ACTION:  Request DOD Components, except USAF provide implementation date by Dec 15, 2009.  Request USAF provide update if applicable.

· DLA:

· EBS Status on 10/23/09:  Sustainment is currently performing a PCE on ADC 313.
· DLA DSS: 

· USAF:  implement after ECSS is implemented (ECSS Implementation 2011).
· Army:

· Navy:

· USMC:

· GSA:  GSA has DS527R on schedule for FY2011 or later.
1 Attachment

	Component
	Response to Request for Implementation Date for ADC 38
	DLMSO COMMENT

	
	
	

	ARMY
	DLMSO has no record of a response
	Request Army provide a response.

	NAVY

(per 3/27/08 email from M. Morra)
	Navy implemented ADC 38 December 2002.  

Navy implemented these changes into current work practices and into Navy's work tool, PRISM, logic with NAVSISA.
	Noted.

	AIR FORCE

(per 3/21/08 email,

B. Ziolek)
	The AF no longer has a working system to process SPRs, so we cannot make any changes to a legacy system.  This will have to be addressed in our ECSS system.
	Request USAF provide an ECSS implementation date.

	MARINE CORPS

(per 2/21/08 email,

W. Herman)
	In regard to the request for implementation date for ADC 38, as far as I can tell, DLA has already implemented the new codes as we have routinely been getting them back in response to our DYA requests.  We also get back codes such as BG, BM, and various "A" series rejects.  The responses we get back are referred to as "DYK" status.  As far as implementation date, I don't see any particular impact on us as our system gives us back the codes; we just need to know the "controlled" reference document that defines what each of these codes means.

I have a few concerns that I feel should be addressed:

(1) "PB" - Why is this code needed.  The purpose of SPR's is to let the SOS know there will be an increase in demand.  Why must the SPR be rejected and "held up" while the submitter is forced to verify in writing that the quantity and support dates are valid?  The SPR shouldn't have been submitted in the first place if it wasn't valid.

(2) "PB" and "PH" require the submitter provide the IMM written confirmation that the quantity and support dates are valid and accurate.  Where is this process defined?  Who is the IMM and how can the IMM be provided this information?  Can the IMM be emailed or must it be United States Postal Service?  Again, why must the submitter provide this information when it was already provided when the SPR was submitted to start with?
	DLMSO RESPONSE to USMC and DLAS regarding Status Codes BG and BM:  DOD MILSTRAP requirement for use of MILSTRIP Status Codes BG and BM with SPRs, is that the status code be provided by the MILSTRAP DI Code DZ9 Status Notification Transaction (Under DLMS this will be DLMS 870L).  

See MILSTRAP Chapter 9, REJECTION AND ROUTING OF TRANSACTIONS available on the DLMSO website at:

http://www.dla.mil/j-6/dlmso/eLibrary/Manuals/dlmso_pubs.asp
Request DLA address USMC comments at left on codes PB and PH as defined by ‘Request for Implementation Date for ADC 38’

	DLA
	Implemented in EBS
	A plan is needed for use of the RFID-ADC 38 codes, for those Services that have not implemented ADC 38 (since no DoD implementation date was ever established).  Perhaps we can ask DAASC to convert the new codes into existing codes for Services that have not yet implemented.  For example, new code ‘PG’ could be converted to code ‘PA’ until AF or Army has implemented (which could be several years, depending on their response to the RFID).  Request DLA recommend a plan for what codes could be used for new codes PG-and PH, and how to address revised code PB and code PR, for Services that have not yet implemented ADC 38, if we ask DAASC to provide an interim solution until all Services implement.
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