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July 14, 2009

From: 
ASPRS Special Committee on Guidelines for 

Procurement of Photogrammetric Services 

To:  
ASPRS Executive Committee and Board of Directors
Subject:  
Final submittal of Procurement Guidelines Document for Board Approval

The Procurement Guidelines Committee is pleased to submit a final revised version of the Procurement Guidelines document which was prepared in response to comments received during the 30 day comment period we agreed to at the Spring Conference.  Those comments are also attached.  A full history of the public review, comments, response and revision history of the document is on the Committee’s web site at:  http://asprs.org/guidelines
The Committee is requesting that the Board of Directors review and adopt the attached final version of the document.

This document was presented to the Board during the Spring Conference.  A vote was not taken at that time in order to allow the Board sufficient time for review of comments and subsequent revisions that were made immediately prior to the conference.  The Board, as well as a group of private firms organized within ASPRS and several outside groups associated with COGO, were given a 30 day review period and invited to provide any feedback or further comments, clarifications or suggestions.   Comments received included marked-up documents from CAGIS, one Board member, and a coalition of seven private firms from within ASPRS.  No other comments were received.

The Committee reviewed the comments and discussed key issues.  The Committee reached unanimous consent on the following:
1. Most editorial/typographical comments were adopted;  
2. In general, the remaining comments were along the same lines as the comments that were received over the summer and were addressed in detail in the Committee response provided to the Board during the Spring conference.
3. The majority of the comments had to do with procurement methods and issues related to technical services or products and don’t apply to the professional services this document is intended to focus on.  An introductory paragraph and some editorial changes were introduced to address that.

4. There was a strong tendency by some reviewers to try and equate “professional” to “authoritative location” and the NCEES definition of surveying.  However, the NCEES definition pertains only to surveying.  There are numerous examples of “professional” photogrammetry/remote sensing services that are not surveying related.  The committee felt the existing language stated this clearly.  Where possible, minor editorial changes were made to help clarify.
The attached revised document is being submitted for Excom approval and eventual adoption by the Board.  Once adopted, the Committee intends to work with staff to format the document for publication and to finalize two “sidebar” documents that are currently in process.  One is a clarification of the myths related to QBS and licensing.  The second is a list of case studies and examples of how the guidelines could apply to various procurement scenarios.

The Committee is requesting review by Excom at their July 26 meeting.  Pending the results of that meeting, the Committee is requesting a Board vote via e-mail.  The target date for a final published document with completed sidebars will be the fall conference timeline.
The web-site outlines a detailed history of this process.  I am also happy to answer any questions anyone may have regarding the comments received and the resulting committee discussions and conclusions.
Sincerely,
Doug Smith

Guidelines Committee Chair
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