























MEMORANDUM FOR  Det 2, HQ ESC/AV-2P				


	  4027 COL Glenn Hwy, SUITE 300


		 Dayton OH  45431-1672





FROM:  	 OC-ALC/TILD


	3001 Staff DR. Ste. 1AC83A


	Tinker AFB  OK 73145-3041





SUBJECT:  Standard Data Element Usage














1.  As we have gained further experience in the world of digital data systems, we have developed a new awareness of the importance of single meaning standard data elements and indexing to allow DoD data interchange.    Long standing data element and indexing practices related to document types, prefixes, and document identification which originated in order to deal with aperture cards, have resulted in corrupted, conflicting data elements.  Standard practice over the past 15 years has been to detach the drawing prefix from the document identifier and place it in a different field in order to facilitate aperture card collating and filing.  This practice has been continued in our digital world by placing the detached drawing prefix in the document type field.  In addition to the few true drawings prefixes being stored in this field, so are hundreds of document type codes that are arbritraily determined by the local repository.  These document type codes have nothing to do with document identification, but are information codes only.  





Published standards and contract guidelines over the past 10 years have continued  the use of these practices - both detaching the drawing prefix from the rest of the document identifier and placing it in the document type field, and also leaving the prefix embedded with the rest of the drawing number as one contiguous document identifier.  The storage of a true drawing prefix, as well as information only document types, in the document type field has caused duplication of engineering drawings in data repositories.  This practice not only makes it impossible to accurately track data across DoD repositories, but also is costly for weapon system contractors who unknowingly buy duplicate data.  It is important that standard data element definitions be developed which will preclude future problems.  Utilization of Contractor Integrated Technical Information Services (CITIS) for accessing contractor engineering data is also affected. 
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3.  Request your office, in conjunction with the Air Force Engineering Data Working Group, determine an Air Force position for future contract deliveries.   This issue also needs review from an overall DoD perspective due to impact scope.  The attached white paper contains some history and significant facts to help in determining this position.   The Air Force  position should establish the location of the data field entry for prefixes to drawings.   Either the prefix should be embedded with the rest of the drawing number and stored as one contiguous document identifier, or the prefix should be detached from the rest of the drawing number and stored in a separate field.  Both schools of thought have standards and years of tradition to back their position.  This Air Force position can then be documented in future revisions of such standards as MIL-STD-1840X and the Air Force Digital Data Delivery Requirements Guideline that is published by your office.  Once this position is defined, the digital repository that holds the engineering data will be assessed to determine if database changes are required.





4.2.  Point of contact for questions is Marvin Woodworth, OC-ALC/TILDOE, DSN 336-7683.























Attachments


1.  MIL-STD-804 Prefix and Type Codes:  A JEDMICS Problem








