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Defense AcquiJition Regulations
At1n~ Ms. Amy Williams
OUSD (AT&L) DP (DA'B.), IMD 3C132
3062 Defense Pentagon
Washington. D.C. 20301-3062

Re; DFAR§ Case 2002-DOO8:

Dear MI. Willi81!]A:

I am writing on behalf ofBnmswick Cmporation to support the change proposed in the subject
Cue. Bt'Unswick Corporation is a ma:jor U.S. manufacturer and exportcrofrecreational and
marine equipment. For over a century. Brunswick has led the way in bowling and bil1iatda, an
$8.4 billion glob&! market; we also mmufactl,tte pleasure and filbjng boats and marine engines.
and export them to markets worldwide. In the industries where we compete, Bnmswick
Corporation sctl the pace in using innovative technology in new and improved products. We
continuously meoIporate advanced manufacturing technology in our manufacturing operations in
13 U.S. states and seven foreign counmes. We employ over 15,000 workm in our U.S.
operations.

As a global company competina in a global market, Bn1nIwick relies on its own network of
manufacturin& operations and sources for inputs. The existing regulatory treatment of U.S.-
manufacturing end products \mder the Buy American Act and the Trade Agrecmentl Act is
confusina, and creates uncertainty that handicaps our operations. The existing DoD treatment
also providea m incentive for a l11anllfactum' to finally manufacture its product in a acdesignated"
country outside the United States. and not in the United States itself, ifthc colt of that product's
foreign components exceeds 50% of the total cOlt oftbc product. This result CBImot have been
in~ded.
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Brunmck Supports the change proposed in Case 2002.DOO8. This c9~W6'1iM~ff1f m'e
procmcment process. reduce burdcns on manufacturers of U.S. end products. and e1iminate the
existing incentive to move final m~ubcturing offshore.

Brunswick would be pleased to discuss this issue with you further at yol.U" convenience.
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