FY09 Projects for Agencies to Rank

FY09 Projects  Consistent with the direction provided by agencies during the February 2008 SFMS User Group Meeting, we finalized decisions on which projects listed as FY08 projects need to be included on the list of FY09 projects for agencies to rank.  Unfortunately some of the FY08 projects were more complex than expected.  The list of unfinished FY08 projects to be ranked in FY09 includes the following:

· **FY09 Number 1 FY08 #1 Project: Select, drill down and view detail on the Vendor Transaction Inquiry (85) screen.  Programming for this project was substantially more complex than expected.  We first combined this project with other projects affecting the 85 screen and were unsuccessful with the above defined functionality on this screen.  We are very disappointed that this project has created so many challenges. 

· FY09 Number 2 FY08 #7 Project: Create the PCA as an optional field on the Budget Financial (61) screen.  SFMS staff asked agencies whether it made sense to implement this project in the middle of a biennium.  Because this information will only be available from the date of implementation and forward, agencies decided it would work best to implement this request at the beginning of a biennium. 

· FY09 Number 3 FY08 #9 Project: Add the current document number to the detail line on the Document Transaction Inquiry (86) screen.  This project needs to wait for the other 86 screen project to migrate to Production. 

Additional Projects for FY 09.

· FY09 Number 4 Display the PCA title, Agency and/or Comp Object title and Index title on the Revenue Transaction Entry (S504) screen, consistent with the display on the Pre-Enc/Enc/Expend Transaction Entry (S505) screen. 
· FY09 Number 5 Create a “back” button on the Pre-Enc/Enc/Expend Transaction Entry (S505) screen when the user is in the view mode.  This will allow reviewers to page up to a previous sequence number without getting out of the batch and selecting the sequence or starting with the first sequence and F5 forward until you locate the appropriate sequence. 
· **FY09 Number 6 To add the functionality to toggle between the Single Payment Cancellation Screen (S044) and the Payment Control Table Status Maintenance Screen (S047).  

· **FY09 Number 7 To add the functionality to “select” a vendor from the Vendor Alpha Inquiry Screen (S03A) and have the number vendor transfer to the Vendor Mail Code Profile Screen (S051), or the Systemwide Vendor Profile Screen (S052) or the Vendor Transaction Screen (S085), consistent with the manner in which the vendor number and name is populated on the Pre-Enc/Enc/Expend Transaction Entry Screen (S505).   On the attached ranking sheet, agencies will be asked to designate which screen would be most beneficial.  

  

**There is a limit to the space available for pieces of information to be toggled or selected and transferred.  Enterprise Application Services senses all of the above functions can be added before we would need to increase the space and re-compile all R*Stars’ programs.  I just want agencies to be aware of this system constraint before making a decision to go forward with these projects.  In the event there are other enhancements that would require the use of toggles or transferred data, all of SFMA would need to be re-compiled.  Re-compiling R*Stars would mean all programs would need to be tested.  Verification of all R*Stars programs takes 3,000 to 5,000 hours depending on the level of success.  

For your information the following projects were suggested; however, agencies did not agree that there would be a benefit in changing the functionality or default.     

· Duplicate Payment – last year agencies indicated the consistencies needed to make this process work outweighed the value of the project.

· Change the Appropriation Financial Screen (S062) default to summary.  

· Change the Project Record Screen (S080) default to summary.   

We do learn from our mistakes.  For FY09 we will not combine any projects and we will work on the project in order of priority assigned taking SFMS unit workloads and conflicting programming into consideration.    

