OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE

3000 DEFENSE PENTAGON
WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3000

FEB 25 2013

ACQUISITION,
TECHNOLOGY
AND LOGISTICS

MEMORANDUM FOR COMMANDER, UNITED STATES SPECIAL OPERATIONS

COMMAND (ATTN: ACQUISITION EXECUTIVE)

COMMANDER, UNITED STATES TRANSPORTATION
COMMAND (ATTN: ACQUISITION EXECUTIVE)

DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE ARMY
(PROCUREMENT)

DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE NAVY
(ACQUISITION AND PROCUREMENT)

DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE AIR FORCE
(CONTRACTING)

DIRECTORS OF THE DEFENSE AGENCIES

DIRECTORS OF THE DOD FIELD ACTIVITIES

SUBJECT: Publication of October, November and December 2012 Contract Data Scorecards

This memorandum is to notify you that the October, November and December 2012 Contract
Data Scorecard metrics have been posted at the Program Development and Implementation (PDI)
webpage [http://www.acq.osd.mil/dpap/pdi/eb/monthly contract distribution_metrics.html]. A
summarization of the results across all three months is provided in Attachment 1. The Scorecards are
provided in Attachment 2 and are available online at the link provided above. For instructions on how
to read the Contract Data Scorecard metrics, please see Attachment 3, also at the above link.

The release of the last three scorecards has been delayed due to two primary issues: 1) the
business intelligence tool used to produce the scorecard experienced technical problems with the
Federal Procurement Data System (FPDS) Atom feed; and 2) insertion of additional Global EXchange
(GEX) validations directed at Procurement Data Standard (PDS) formatted files triggered significant
and erroneous validation errors to occur, thus decreasing the number of actions passed to Electronic
Document Access (EDA). Having resolved the validation issues in December, impacted contracting
offices were provided the opportunity to rerun their failed validations from October, November, and
December to more accurately reflect their true compliance statistics. This memorandum reflects those
corrections.

The Department’s percentage of contracting actions posted as Portable Document Files
(PDFs) from October through December 2012 was 95.5%. In addition, posting of actions as data at
the line item level [using ANSI X.12 Electronic Data Interchange (EDI) standard transaction sets (850
and 860)] across the same three months was (80.2%)'. Opportunities for improvements in our ability
to post PDF and EDI files still remain. Such areas for improvement identified on the scorecard would
continue to benefit further downstream efforts to pre-populate systems with contract data, such as
Wide Area Workflow (WAWF).

! Please note that modifications in ANSI X.12 EDI will not load as data if the base contract did not load as data.


http://www.acq.osd.mil/dpap/pdi/eb/monthly_contract_distribution_metrics.html

Across October, November, and December, 10.4% of all DoD actions reported to FPDS were
loaded in EDA as a PDS formatted file. During this period, DARPA was the first component to post a
monthly PDS compliance rate over 90%, having posted 95% of its actions reported to FPDS as a PDS
file in the month of November. From October through December an average of 39% of all active
contracting offices sent PDS formatted files.

As a reminder, actions in PDS format represent the entire action as data. It is imperative that
the Department continues to increase the number of contracting offices sending PDS formatted files,
that increases its number of awards, orders, and modifications in PDS format’.

Questions and comments on the contents of each scorecard may be directed to my action

officer, Mr. Bruce Propert, bruce.propert@osd.mil W -4384.
e

Director, Defense Procurement
and Acquisition Policy

Attachments:
As stated

2 The Standard Procurement System (SPS) began sending modifications in PDS format to EDA in mid-May, thus
the Contract Data Scorecard measures the success of those modifications for SPS sites.
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Attachment 1: Compliance by Contract Data Format

Contract Data Scprecard Totals

Contract Data Format October . November | December
S RBESE e 35.6% ) 949% .................... 9%6.1%
Aslineltem(x12) | = 814% . 792% . .793%
As PDS 10.1% 9.5% 11.7%




(]

Attachment 2: Contract Data Scorecard — October

Contract Data Scorecard (Summary)

Data a= of: 01,20/2013

| Date Run : 02/05/2012

Pericd 102012
(@) (&) (c) (d) (e)
TOTAL FPDS COUNT OF PERCENT PDF COUNT OFX12 = PERCENT LINE
COMPONENT NAME REPORTED PODE MATCH to (LINE ITEM ITEM DATA
ACTIONS FMATCHES FPDS DATA) MATCHES MATCH to FPDS
im EDV [bfal in EDA [d/a]l

DEPT OF THE &RMY 18,098 17,284 95.5% 13,936 77.0%
DEPT OF THE M&YY 15,4994 15, 552 94.3% 13,682 83.0%
'DEPT OF THE &IR FORCE 10,791, 13,538 98.2% 7,020 65.1%
\DEFENSE LOGISTICS SGENCY [DL&) 43, 163, 41,934 97.2% 39,333 91,1%
DEFENSE ADVAMNCED RESEZRCH PROJECTS AGENCY (DARPA) 45 45 100.0% 45 100.0%
DEFENSE COMMISSARY AGENCY [DECA) 504 287 56.9% 286 56.7%
\DEFENSE COMTRECT MANAEEMENT AGENCY [DCMA) 1,033 1,091, 99.8% 614 56.2%
DEFENSE FINAMCE &MD ACCOUNTING SERVICE (DFAS) g7 34 96.9% 92 94.8%
DEFENSE HUMARN RESOURCES ACTIVITY (DHRA) 15 15 100.0% 15 100.0%
DEFENSE INFORMETION SYSTEMS AGENCY (DISA) * 1,203 S50 45.4% 388 32.1%
DEFENSE MEDT& &CTIVITY [DM&) 46 A 100.0% 44 95.7%
DEFENSE MICROELECTROMICS &CTIVITY (DMEA) 35 35 100.0% 35 100.0%
DEFENSE SECURITY COOPERSTION AGEMNCY (DSCA) 50 50 100.0% 37 74.0%
DEFENSE SECURITY SERVICE |[CISS) 205 205 100.0% 0 0.0%
DEFENSE THREAT RECUCTION SEEMCY [CTRA) 75 Fi 100.0% 0 0.0%
DEPT OF DEFENSE EDUCATION ACTIVITY (DODEA) 136 136 100.0% 108 79.4%
JOINT IMPROWISED EXPLOSIVE DEWICE DEFEAT ORGANIZATION (JIEDDO) & 4 896.7% 0 0.0%
MISSILE DEFEMSE AGEMCY {WLW) 196 185 99.5% 195 99.5%
TRICARE MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY {T1M4) 160 158 98.8% 69 43.1%
U.S. SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND [USSOCOM) 485 433 99.6% 18 3.7%
U.5. TRANSPORTATION COMMAND {USTRANSCOM) &5 G238 93.0% 219 32.4%
|WASHINGTOMN HEAD'QUARTERS SERVICES [WHS) 123 114 92.7% 107 87.0%
Grand Total 93,700 89,599 95.6% 76,243 81.4%
|Legend

| * DiS%, Office {HC1013) operates on a legacy system (Contracting Onfine Procurement Syztem - COPS) which uses unique numbering rules for communications services
authorization {CS4) contracts in EDA and FPDS, as permitted by DFARS 204 71020002}, thus creating the inability to automatically mine for and match FPDS aclions o EDA
action=. f HC10132 i= removed, DISA achieves the following: 95.1% of FPDS aclivns with a correzpending PDF are loaded in EDA, 66.2% of FPDS aclions with corresponding
_x12EDI files contsining line tem data; and 19% of FPDS actiong with & correzponding FDS file. The legacy system is planned to be replaced with the DISS Enderprize

‘ Procurement Syztem (DEPS), which is currently working with DPARPD o implement the Procurement Data Standard (PDS) and to develop additions i the FIS tv capture data
| specific to telecom contracts.

T0X-79.992



Attachment 2 (continued): Contract Data Scorecard — October

‘ Contract Data Scorecard (PDS Office Count)

Data as of: 01/30/2013

| Date Run : 02/01/2013

| Period 102012

| @) (b) (@ (@

TOTALACTIVE  COUNT OF COUNT OF  PERCENT OF OFFICES

(G B L s § CONTRACTING  OFFICES  OFFICESMOT = SENDING PDS
OFFICES  SENDING PDS

DEPT OF THE ARMY 233 161

DEPT OF THE NAVY 205 40

DEPT OF THE AIR FORCE 95

'DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY (DLA)

'DEFENSE ADVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS AGENCY [C&RP&)

'DEFENSE COMMISSARY AGENCY (DECA)

'DEFENSE CONTRACT MANAGEMENT AGENCY (DCM&)

'DEFENSE FINANCE AND ACCOUNTING SERVICE (DF&S)

'DEFENSE HUMAN RESOURCES ACTIVITY (DHRA)

\DEFENSE INFORMATION SYSTEMS AGENCY (DIS&)

DEFENSE MEDIA ACTIVITY (DMA)

DEFENSE MICROELECTRONICS ACTIVITY (DMEA)

'DEFENSE SECURITY COOPERATION AGENCY (DSCA)

'DEFENSE SECURITY SERVICE (DSS)

'DEFENSE THREAT REDUCTION AGENCY (DTRA)

'DEPT OF DEFENSE EDUCATION ACTIVITY (DODEA)

"JOINT IMPROVISED EXPLOSIVE DEVICE DEFEAT ORGAMIZSTION [JIEDDO)

MISSILE DEFENSE AGENCY (MDA)

TRICARE MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY (TMA)

U.S. SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND (USSOCOM)

U.5. TRANSPORTATION COMMAND (USTRANSCOM)

WASHINGTON HEADQUARTERS SERVICES (WHS)

Grand Total 957
Legend
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Attachment 2 (continued): Contract Data Scorecard — November

Contract Data Scorecard (Summary)

Data as of: (/202013

|Date Run : 02/05/2012

"Period 2012
(a} (15)] (c} (d) (e}
TOTAL FPDS COUWT OF PERCENT PDF COUNT OF X12 = PERCENT LINE

' COMPONENT NAME REPORTED  PDF MATCH to (LINE ITEM ITEM DATA

ACTIONS  [MATCHES FPDS DATA) MATCHES | MATCH to FPDS
: im EDW% [bfal in EDA [d/a]
DEPT OF THE &RMY 18661 17,797 95,48 13,621 73.0%%
DEPT OF THE M&WY 17897 17,207 96.1% 14,454 80.8%
\DEPT OF THE 4IR FORCE 7,516 7,296 97.1% 4,328 57.6%
\DEFENSE LOGISTICS &GENCY {DLA) 40,510)  38,34% 94,7% 35,742 88.2%
\DEFENSE ADWAMNCED RESEARCH PROJECTS AGENCY (DARPA) &0 &0 100.0% 57 95.0%
\DEFENSE COMMISSSRY 4GENCY [DECA) ] 657 75.9% 655 75.6%
|DEFENSE CONTRACT MANAGEMENT AGENCY (DCMA) 974 Eral 99,7% 559 57.4%
\DEFENSE FIMAMCE 4MD 4CCOUNTING SERVICE (DFAS) 77 77 100.0% 75 97.4%
\DEFENSE HUMAHM RESOURCES &CTIVITY (DHRA) &4 54 100.0% 64 100.0%
\DEFENSE INFORMSTION SYSTEMS AGENCY (DISA) * 1,017 502 59.2% 502 49,4%
\DEFENSE MEDI# ACTIVITY [DIM&) &3 &7 98.5% 66 97.1%
\DEFENSE MICROELECTROMICS ACTIVITY (DMEA) 38 i3 100.0% 34 89.5%
\DEFENSE SECURITY COCPERSTION AGENCY (DSCA) 38 33 100.0% 32 84.2%
\DEFENSE SECURITY SERWICE |DISS) 20 13 95,0% 0 0.0%%
\DEFENSE THREAT REDUCTION &GENCY (DTRA) 112 110 98.2% 0 0.0%
DEPT OF DEFENSE EDUCATION A&CTIVITY (DODEA) 203 203 100.0% 114 54,5%
| JOINT IMPROWISED EXPLOSIVE DEWICE DEFEAT ORGANIZATION (JIEDDO) 10 4 40.0% 0 0.0%
MISSILE DEFENSE AGENCY [MD&) 403 405 99,3% 402 98,3%
TRICARE MANAGEMENT ACTISTTY [TMA) 140 138 98.6% 22 15.7%
U.S, SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND [USSOCOM) 443 441 99,5% 19 4,3%
|U.S. TRANSPORTATION COMMAND [USTRANSCOM) 455 451 92,8% 182 37.4%
|WASHINGTON HEADQUISRTERS SERVICES [WHS) 181, 173 93.9% 178 98,3%
|Grand Total 89,796 85,176 94.9% 71,106 79.2%
Legend

* DISA Office (HC1013) operates on a legacy system (Centracting Online Precurement System - COPS) which uses unique numbering rules for communicaiions services
authorization {CS4) contracts in EDA and FPDS, as permitted by DFARS 204 710202}, thus creating the inability to automatically mine for and match FPDS actions to EDA
actionz. FHC1013 iz removed, DISA achieves the following: 94.1% of FFDS activnz with 8 correzponding PDF are loaded in EDA; 78.9% of FPDS aclions with correzgonding
XAZEDI files containing line item data; and 15.2% of FPDS actiong with & corresgponding PDS file. The legacy systemis planned to be replaced with ihe DISS Enferprize
Procurement System (DEPS), which is currently working with DPAPPDI to implement the Procurement Data Standard (PDS) and to develep additions to the PDS to caplure data
zpecific to telecom contracts.

70%-79.992



Attachment 2 (continued): Contract Data Scorecard — November

Contract Data Scorecard (PDS Office Count)

Data as of: 01/30/2013

' Date Run : 02/01/2013

| Period 142012

COMPONENT MAME
1

(@)
TOTAL ACTIVE
CONTRACTING

OFFICES

(b}
COUNT OF
OFFICES
SENDING PDS

(c}
COUNT OF
OFFICES NOT
SENDING PDS

'DEPT OF THE ARMY

237

o
[y

728

DEPT OF THE NAVY

174

M. ]
[

(d)

PERCENT OF OFFICES

SENDING PDS
[b/a]

122 R

DEPT OF THE AIR FORCE

239

o
L

DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY (DLA)

159

e

'DEFENSE ADVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS &GEMCY (CWRPA)

1

'DEFENSE COMMISSARY AGENCY (DECA)

7

'DEFENSE CONTRACT MANAGEMENT AGEMCY [DiCI44)

)
-~

'DEFENSE FINANCE AND ACCOUNTING SERWICE |[DF&S)

'DEFENSE HUMAN RESOURCES ACTIVITY {CHR&)

\DEFENSE INFORMATION SYSTEMS AGEMCY [LIS&)

'DEFENSE MEDIA ACTIVITY (DMA)

'DEFENSE MICROELECTRONICS ACTIVITY {DIMEA)

\DEFENSE SECURITY COOPERATION AGEMNCY [DSCH)

\DEFENSE SECURITY SERVICE (DSS)

|DEFENSE THREAT REDUCTION AGEMCY {CTR&)

DEPT OF DEFENSE EDUCATION ACTIVITY {CIDES])

JOINT IMPROVISED EXPLOSIVE DEVICE DEFEST ORGAMIZATION [JIEDDO)

MISSILE DEFENSE AGENCY (MDA)

TRICARE MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY (TM&)

U.S. SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND! [LISSCITTIR

U.S. TRANSPORTATION COMMAND (USTRAMSCON)

WASHINGTON HEADQUARTERS SERVICES [\¥WHS]

[l e L L A e A A R R R A LA N S

Grand Total

912
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Attachment 2 (continued): Contract Data Scorecard — December

‘Contract Data Scorecard (Summary)
\Data as of: 01/30/2012
Date Run : 02/05/2012

Period 22042
‘ @) (®) (c) (d) (e}
TOTAL FPDS COUNT OF PERCENT PDF.  COUNT OF X12 = PERCENT LINE
COMPOMENT NAME REPORTED PODE MATCH to (LINE ITEM ITEM DATA
ACTIONS MATCHES FPDS DATA) MATCHES MATCH to FPDS
m EDA& [bfal in EDA [d/a]
'DEPT OF THE &RMY 17,713] 16,642 34,0% 12,374 69,95
'DEPT OF THE MaYY 17415 15,853 96.8% 13,257 76.1%
DEPT OF THE &IR FORCE 8,392 8216 97.9% 5,007 599.7%
|DEFENSE LOGISTICS &GEMCY [DL&) 36, 272 35,514 97.9% 34,235 94.4%
DEFENSE AD'WAMCED RESESRCH PROJECTS AGENCY (DARPA) F i 74 98.7% 74 98.7%
|DEFENSE COMMISSARY AGENCY [DECA) 833 813 91.0% 813 91.0%
|DEFENSE COMTRACT MANAGEMENT 4GEMCY (DCMA) 2@l 859 99,9% 520 60, 5%
DEFENSE FIMAMNCE &MD ACCOUNTING SERVICE (DFAS) G2 57 91.9% 57 91.9%
|DEFENSE HUM&M RESOURCES ACTIVITY (DHRA) 94 a4 100.0% 94 100.0%%:
|DEFENSE TMFORMETION SYSTEMS AGEMCY (DISA) * 1,145 Z] 58.4% 548 47.9%%
|DEFENSE MEDIA &CTIVITY {D15) 53 43 81.4% 45 78.0%%
| DEFENSE MICROFELECTROMNICS SCTIVITY (DMEA) 37 37 100.0% 0 0.0%%
|DEFENSE SECURITY COOPERETION AGEMNCY (DSCA) I8 38 100.0% 35 92.1%%
|DEFENSE SECURITY SERVICE {[1SS) 15 15 100.0% 0 0.0%
' DEFENSE THREAT REDUCTION AGENCY [DTRA) 118 118 99.2% 0 0.0%%
'DEPT OF DEFEMSE EDUCHTION ACTIVITY [DODEA) 143 143 100.0% 84 58.7%
JOINT IMPROWISED EXPLOSIVE DEVICE DEFEAT ORGANIZATION (JIEDDQ) & 4 66.7% 0 0.0%%
MISSILE DEFENSE AGEMCY [MD) 345 343 99.7% 343 99. 7%
TRICARE MAMAGEMENT S&CTIVTTY [TMA) 130 120 92.3% 15 11.5%%
U.S. SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND [USSOCOM) 85 485 98.0% 21 4.2%%
U.S. TRANSPORTATION COMMAND! {USTRANSCOM) 72 27 74.2% 88 23.7%
WASHINGTON HEADQUARTERS SERWICES {WHS) 187 178 95.2% 178 95.2%
Grand Total 84,866 81,596 96.1% 67,789 79.9%
Legend

| * DS Office (HC10413) operates on a legacy system (Contracting Online Procurement Syztem - COPS) which uses unique numbering rules for communicsiions services
authorization {CS&) contracts in EDA and FPDS, as permitted by DF SRS 204 7102(k1(2), thus creating the inability to automatically mine fer and maich FPDS sctions io EDA
actions. IFHC1013 is removed, DISA achieves the following: 24.8% of FPDS actions with a correspending PDF are loaded in EDA; 77.3% of FPDS aclions with correzponding
¥12/EDI file= containing line item data; and 18.9% of FPDS actions with & correzpending PDS file. The legacy system is planned to be replaced with the DIS& Enterprise
Procurement System (DEPS), which is currently working with DP&PIPD {o imglerrent the Procurement Data Standard (PDS) and to develop additions to the PDS o capture data
zpecific o telecom contracts.

TOZ-79.992



Attachment 2 (continued): Contract Data Scorecard — December

Contract Data Scorecard (PDS Office Count)

| Data as of: 01/30/2013
| Date Run : 02/01/2013
| Period 122012

@) (b)
TOTALACTIVE  COUNT OF
CONTRACTING  OFFICES
. OFFICES  SENDING PDS
DEPT OF THE ARMY 238 173
'DEPT OF THE NAVY 159
'DEPT OF THE AIR FORCE 234
'DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY (DLA) 160
'DEFENSE ADVANCED RESEARCH PROJECTS &GENMCY [CWRPE)

'DEFENSE COMMISSARY AGENCY (DECA)

DEFENSE CONTRACT MANAGEMENT AGENCY |DCHIS)
DEFENSE FINANCE AND ACCOUNTING SERVICE |DF&S]
'DEFENSE HUMAN RESOURCES ACTIVITY {DHR)
DEFENSE INFORMATION SYSTEMS AGENCY {DIS&)
DEFENSE MEDIA ACTIVITY (OMA)

'DEFENSE MICROELECTRONICS ACTIVITY [DME&)
'DEFENSE SECURITY COOPERATION AGENCY [CGC&)
'DEFENSE SECURITY SERVICE (DSS)

DEFENSE THREAT REDUCTION AGENCY (DTR&)

DEPT OF DEFENSE EDUCATION ACTIVITY (DODES)
JOINT IMPROVISED EXPLOSIVE DEVICE DEFEST ORGANIZATION (JIEDDO)
'MISSILE DEFENSE AGENCY (MDA)

TRICARE MANAGEMENT ACTIVITY (TMA)

'U.S. SPECIAL OPERATIONS COMMAND {USSOCTIM)
U.S. TRANSPORTATION COMMAND (USTRAMNSCON)
WASHINGTON HEADQUARTERS SERVICES {WHS]

Grand Total 892 355
Legend
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Attachment 3:
Interpreting the Contract Data Scorecard

What is the Contract Data Scorecard?

The Contract Data Scorecard measures Component progress sending contracting actions in three formats: 1) Portable Document Files
(PDFs), 2) American National Standards Institute X.12 Electronic Data Interchange standard transaction sets (850 and 860), and 3)
Procurement Data Standard (PDS) eXtensible Markup Language (XML) to the Electronic Document Access (EDA) system, by comparing all
awards, orders, and modifications reported in FPDS to actions that successfully passed through the Global EXchange (GEX) and posted in
EDA.

What is the requirement?
DFARS PGI 204.201 requires all contracting actions be sent as both document (Indexed Portable Document Format (PDF)) and data

(American National Standards Institute X12 Electronic Data Interchange standard transaction sets (850 and 860) and DoD Procurement Data
Standard eXtensible Markup Language (XML) format). DoD Contract Writing Systems are currently migrating from ANSI X12 EDI-based
transactions sets to the PDS XML.

What does it mean to the Department to have contracts stored at EDA in three different formats? What's the difference between
each?

There are three types of formats that contracting actions can be stored as in EDA.

Document Format:
1. Indexed Portable Document File (PDF)
a. The PDF is a scanned picture or image of a contracting action and when automatically uploaded by a Contract Writing system,
it is accompanied with a Comma Separated Value (CSV) file which represents less than 1% of a contracting action as data;
b. The CSV file contains a limited set of header-level data on the contract (e.g. DO/TO, ACO Mod, PCO Mod, Issue Date, Issue
DoDAAC, Admin DoDAAC, Pay DoDAAC, CAGE Code, and D-U-N-S Number).
c. This limited set of data found in the CSV file is commonly referred to as the “EDA Index”.

Data Format(s):
2. American National Standards Institute (ANSI) X12 Electronic Data Interchange (EDI) standard transaction sets (850 and 860)

a. ANSI X12 EDI 850 and 860 transaction sets were developed in the 1990’s to efficiently transmit contracts as data and enable
traceability of deliveries and payments. The 850s and 860s represent approximately 80% of a contracting action as data and
contain enough data to pre-populate WAWF.

b. EDA uses the X12 EDI to derive a sub-format of the EDI, commonly referred to as the EDA Synopsis XML or EDA-WAWF
Summary XML, which was developed to capture a subset of the data contained on the 850 or 860 and to pre-populate WAWF



with contracting data such as CLIN, destinations, line item descriptions, amounts, and quantities. This format may also include
clause data for some sending systems.
3. DoD Procurement Data Standard (PDS) eXtensible Markup Language
a. The DoD Procurement Data Standard (PDS) defines the minimum data requirements to produce a contracting action and
therefore represents 100% of the contract as data and is fully capable of being queried upon. This means the Department has
the entire contents of a contracting action, stored as data — including clauses, free form text fields, and contract structure
elements such as section numbers of a contract.

Looking at One Contracting Action:
How much data do we have in each File Format?

Everything PDS

needed to 00%

recreate contract

from data

ANS| X12 EDF®

Complete dataon -

s STeaTL. P, (350/360 T;fa r;ﬁsactmns]

funding, delivery, i

and clauses

LSAiNC EOEEL IO EDAWAWF Summary **

maost WAWF Pre- EDA"S st XML

pop, some [ ynopsis )

delivery data, fine ~50%

item prices on

fixed price

Contract Cover

Page Data EDAIndex (CSV file) <1% |
= May o2 vana@ed tov ngtvs CWST I (200575 XML
= Transiz=d fom: 01, natve CWSTrmIis (29. 525 XML}, or sam. naovaly Tom CVVSs 35 S0A WAWT Summary XML -

How does the Contract Data Scorecard work?

Each action reported in FPDS (award, order, or modification) is checked to see if there is a corresponding document in EDA, whether the
document was loaded automatically or manually’, whether line item data® (using the ANSI X12 EDI format) was received, or whether PDS
data was received. The totals are then summed by issuing office and DoD Component to show percent compliance. You’ll note that both the

! The number loaded manually is provided to help determine whether the absence of data indicates an inability to send data due to contracts being written outside automated contract writing systems (e.g. Microsoft Word).
2 The index file sent with the PDF carries most of the basic data from the cover page of the contract such as issuing, administration and pay office DODAACS, contractor CAGE and DUNS, and contract number. The data file
adds most of the data from the remainder of the contract, such as line item descriptions, amounts, schedules, funding, and delivery points and clauses.



Component Summary and the Office Detail metrics’ title headings are color coordinated with the colors used in the above graphic for each
data format.

For PDS formatted data, the scorecard also displays (in the “Supportive Analysis” areas) the percent of PDS-eligible awards, orders, and
modifications based upon the following exclusions applied to an FPDS query:

e Technology and Telecommunications services authorized and issued by DISA / DITCO, specifically for service codes:
o D304 - IT and Telecom — Telecommunications and Transmission
o D316 - IT and Telecom — Telecommunications Network Management
o D399 - IT and Telecom — Other IT and Telecommunications
o Former Service Code, S113 — Effective October 1, 2012 was moved under D304

These exclusions are applicable because the first two phases of the PDS implementation have excluded contracts issued by DISA / DITCO
for Telecommunications services. The PDS (v2.4) is applicable to awards and modifications for all other types of purchases. In May 2012 the
Standard Procurement System (SPS) started sending modifications in PDS format to EDA.

As the Department’s primary focus is to increase the number of awards, orders, and modifications it stores in EDA as data, the scorecard also
measures the number of active contracting offices that are sending actions in PDS format. An active office in this case is any issuing office
which has either 1) reported at least one Contract Action Report (CAR) to FPDS.gov for the period or 2) has attempted to send at least one
PDS formatted file to the GEX for upload to EDA. The count of offices can be found in the "PDS Office Count” tab. An example is
represented below.

The complete list of each individual PDS-eligible award, order, or modification that was reported to FPDS.gov, but not loaded to EDA in PDS
format has been provided in the “Awds, Ords, Mods NOT in PDS” tab of the scorecard.

April 2012 Scorecard (Participating Office Count)
Diata as of 18 May 2012

(d)
(a) (b) {c PERCENT OF
- TOTALACTIVE COUNT OF COUNT OF OFFICES
. CONTRACTING OFFICES OFFICESNOT : SENDING PDS
COMPONENT OFFICES SENDING PDS : SENDING PDS [b/al
ARNTY 244 19si 79.92%
Nﬂ"“w 173 JIB .......................................................
AIR FORCE 221 61 160 1
DLA 167 0
DARPA 1 . ic0.00%
DCHIA 62 cO.
L2 2 A N SRS - S—— 6 ... L




Targets for PDS rates of success; the

throughput rate of awards which
passed all GEX edits

70% = 79 99f3

Count of Awards, Orders, &
Modifications (actions)
reported to FPDS

/
S ¥ == e 3 PSR
(a) B TRE) (d) (e) 0 (@
TOTAL FPDS COUNT OF PERCENT PDF COUNT OF X12 PERCENT LINE = COUNT OF PDS- PERCEHT PDS
i COMPONENT NAME REPORTED PDF MATCH to (LIME ITEM ITEM DATA FORMATTED MATCH o
ACTIONS MATCHES FPDS DATA) MATCHES MATCH to FPDS = FILE MATCHES FPDS
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