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Srtei\/lanager and F '
description'of the iten

2) PRIMARY KEYS: anary "key mconsrstencres
exist betweenSiteManagemand PES/LAS.

3) REFERENCE FILE SHARING: Some states would
like the ability fo maintain their reference files

desire to keep reference frles arate ACroSs
modules to accomquat > exi ﬁb‘r‘s' Ness




the add rtem screent
itemsiftom.all-spec ys

to limit the display (anc ---:-théreby the ability to
add items to a project) to the spec year
defined in the projects

5) BID HISTORIES Some states would like the

(conversion back to Eng ish) in many states.




7) OBSOLETE ITEMS SiteMana
allow thesadditi oﬁ of any it

partmpatmg fund field at the itemdevel.
Adding items to a fund otherthan the

addition of @fiew cal




- B ':.g

by the proj"éct |temfiaﬁn"e 'umber and In
many places:donotdisplay the contract

10) HYBRID LUM
guantities of hyl
converted to t




After 1
commlttee@”ﬁroc’éed o Scliss potential
solutions to the problems. The committee
would like to emphasizedhat these are only
potential solttions that'need exploring. Our

purpose was to bring to light the problems that
exist. These suggestions,are only a result of
diseussion and not feasibility or practi ality
studies. More study and discussion will e
required to arrive at the appr..-_ i-ﬁate solutlon
for each of these probl ey > ok













ICO

New Mex

, danta Fe,

UG 2000




