NIH BUSINESS INTELLIGENCE ADVISORY COMMITTEE

MINUTES – March 4, 2004
9:00am – 11:00 am

Building 31, 2A48
Members present;
	Leslie Anderson – CIT
	Dave Heller - OFM

	Bob Barber – NCI
	Earl Hodgkins – CIT

	Anneliese Baker – NIAID
	Marilyn Laurie – NEI

	Wayne Berry – NBS
	Judy Mahaffey – CIT

	Jason Ford – NIAID
	Paul Myers – NINDS

	Sandra Gault – NHLBI
	John Price – CIT

	Gail Grosman – NIGMS
	Andi Ricche – NIAMS

	Kathy Hall – OFM
	John Slovikosky – OFM

	
	

	Guests Present;
	

	Valerie Green - NIAMS
	Priscilla Crockett – NIAID

	
	


1. Updates 
a. nVision Technology Transfer – The data sourcing issues that threatened the development of this module have been overcome and the FOIA issues regarding inventor awards are being addressed.  Separate security controls will be included for royalty data and access will be controlled by the Executive Officers.  The prototype should be completed in about a month.
b. Financial data in nVision Travel - Synchronization of the data flows between GELCO, nVision, Oracle and the other systems in the chain continues to pose problems that lead to data comparability issues.  Downloads of data from one system to the next (i.e. Gelco to Oracle Financials, etc.) require a certain amount of time to complete.   GELCO data already taxes the systems to the point that data is not available to systems that collect data from DW until 7AM.  It was unclear how additional demands will be managed as subsequent NBS tracks are implemented.
c. nVision Ad Hoc Interim Solution – CIT has decided to use Hummingbird in the short run as the ad hoc tool for nVision.  This is the same software used by the Data Warehouse for ad hoc reporting.  Business Objects is a strong candidate for the permanent solution.  CIT is also attempting to limit the available fields to simplify the process of creating a report.  Judy offered to prepare a presentation for the BIAC to explain the different dates that are now assigned to transactions.

The BIAC strongly recommends that requirements analysis for the long term solution begin immediately.  The committee also felt that it would be better to select the best software available now rather over waiting for new packages to become available.
Action – Judy to arrange a presentation for the BIAC transaction dates. 
d. Status of the long term ad hoc reporting tool selection process – Judy arranged a Business Objects demonstration for the April 2004 BIAC meeting.  This will provide insight into the look and feel and functionality of the tool and provide the BIAC an opportunity to provide input.
2. nVision Travel
a. Travel Subgroup - It was agreed to establish a travel subgroup of subject matter experts from the ICs lead by a member of the BIAC.  Bob agreed to serve as the BIAC lead.  Members were asked to submit names of travel experts interested in participating to Bob by C.O.B. Thursday, March 11, 2004.  Membership will be limited to 15 people.  Once the participants have been identified, CIT will arrange a series of focus groups including developers to establish a better understanding of what is required by the users and consider technical feasibility.   Judy offered to send Bob the names of people currently using nVision Travel (running reports, not those registered)
ACTION - submit names of travel experts interested in participating to Bob by C.O.B. Thursday, March 11, 2004.

ACTION – Judy to send Bob the names of people currently using nVision Travel. 
b. Discussion of the current tool – a general discussion of nVision travel revealed the following points;

i. A report listing all unpaid vouchers is needed.  
ii. There is no report that provides the figure a traveler should expect to be reimbursed.  The current reports sum all the pieces of the travel order including the Omega charge as well as the traveler’s costs

iii. It would be useful to have a report that would show where a travel authorization or voucher is in the approval process and who currently owns it.  However, this might better be addressed in GELCO.
iv. Exporting some reports to Excel truncates some data.

v. Some staff would like to have the quarterly reports back.
vi. It would be preferable to look at data at a macro-level, like IC or division, and then drill down to the individual orders.

vii. The distinction between travel authorizations and travel vouchers is confusing and cumbersome.  It would be better to see all travel in one view that would give the vouchered amounts for those that have been vouchered or the authorized amounts for those that have not been vouchered.  
viii. It would be helpful if the text in the popup boxes were larger.

3. Balance of Accounts discussion – it was pointed out that the balance of accounts report does not currently provide accurate data for prior year funds balances.  NBS, CIT and OFM are aware of the problem and are working to resolve it.
