
MAY 1 1 2005
GSA Office of the Chief Acquisition Officer

FROM: RALPH J. DESTEFANO, -trwtCTOR
REGULATORY AND FEDERAL ASSISTANCE
DIVISION

SUBJECT: FAR Case 2004-001, Improvements in contracting for Architect-
Engineer Services

Attached are comments received on the subject FAR case published at 70 FR
11737;
March 9, 2005. The comment closing date was May 9,2005.

Response Date Comment Commenter
Number Received Date

2004-001-1 05/05/05 05/05/05 Pete Schreiber

2004-001-2 05/06/05 05/06/05 AlA

2004-001-3 05/09/05 05/09/05 MAAPS

2004-001-4 05/09/05 05/09/05 COFPAES

2004-001-5 05/09/05 05/09/05 ASCE

2004-001-6 05/09/05 05/09/05 ACEC

2004-001-7 05/12/05 05/12/05 ESRI

Attachments
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May 12, 2005

A TTN: Michael O. Jackson
General Services Administration
Regulatory Secretariat (VIR)
Room 4035
1800 F Street, NW Washington,
DC 20405

Re: F AC 2005-01, FAR case 2004-001

Dear Mr. Jackson:

Pursuant to a telephone conversation with Julia Wise on Monday, May 9, 2005, I brought to her attention that
the public was not able to adequately review and comment on the proposed conversion of this interim rule to
the formation of a final rule because the citation to 40 U.S.C. 1102 pointed to incorrect information. Searching
the U.S.C. Code section for the text of 40 U.S.c. 1102 at the GPOAccess Website and the Legal Law Institute
Website at Cornell University, respectively, returned information on "Federal Triangle Property" and not the
intended definition of "Architectural-Engineering Services." Ms. Wise reviewed both Websites, and came to
the same conclusion that the citation points to the wrong information. Therefore, she accorded my client a few
extra days extension in order to submit its public comments on this matter.

So long as this proposed final rule (1) is not intended to further expand the definitional scope of
"Architectural-Engineering Services" beyond its traditional meaning of professional services of an
architectural or engineering nature performed on real property as currently set forth in Section 1427 of the
Services Acquisition Reform Act of 2003 (Title XIV ofP.L. 108-136), and (2) the intent of the final rule is
limited to the proposed amending of the current definition section by deleting the citation to "40 U.S.c. 541"
and replacing it with the citation to "40 U.S.C. 1102," then Environmental Systems Research 1nstitute, 1nc.
(ESR1) does not object to the fonnation of the final ru\e. On the other hand, ifit is the intent to further expand
the traditionally understood definition of "Architectural-Engineering Services," then ESRI would go on the
record as officially objecting to any such definitional expansion of the term in forming the final rule on this
subject.

On behalf of ESRI, we thank the Regulatory Secretariat for this opportunity to provide our public
comment on this matter.

Sincerely,

\/,/iq a~tl VL~(
'1>eter c. Schreiber, Esq.
Supervising Attorney
Contracts and Legal Services Department
ESRT
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