DPAS Accounting Working Group Minutes

VTC, April 29, 2004

Attendees:

Columbus OH

10 Attendees

DLA-HQ

1 Attendee

NGA

1 Attendee

Norfolk, VA

3 Attendees

NCTAMS

1 Attendee

Mechanicsburg, PA

1 Attendee

Battle Creek, MI

Anniston Army Depot, AL

Slidell, LA

1 Attendee

Warner Robbins, GA

2 Attendees

The Moderator opened the meeting with introductions.  He then talked about the prior meeting held in March.  There were about 14 attendees at that meeting.  A lot of brainstorming was done.  

The Moderator briefly discussed the agenda.  He than began with questions: What do accounting people expect logistics people to know?  What do you want DPAS instructors to teach to the logistics people about accounting?

The DAPS representative responded that he would like a DBMS class.  

Warner Robbins agreed.

FISC-Norfolk / Navy-DPAS Support Team stated that Logisticians need to understand transactions being processed in DPAS.  They also need to understand the impact they are going to have on financials.  Special emphasis needs to be placed on transactions that create a financial impact on DPAS.

DFAS-Denver stated that people need to be aware of the accounting impacts.    A suggestion was made to put flags on capital assets in DPAS so that whoever deals with the capital assets could work with the technicians to let them know about this impact.  An item that is not a capital asset does not have an accounting impact.  

The Moderator stated that three instructors have been trained on capital asset accounting in a class provided by DFAS-Columbus just this week.  Two others have taken the same class, and we hope to begin incorporating these principals more in our training.  

DFAS-Columbus stated that it should be emphasized that capital assets need to interact with the accounting system.  The option is in DPAS but tends to be overlooked.  

NGA told of an incident of where an item was purchased in December 2003 and not put into the system until January 2004.  She would prefer that items be put into DPAS so that dates would be generated correctly.

DLA-HQ stated that someone needs to be sure that communication happens between Logistics, Budget, Accounting and Auditing.  

The Moderator replied that this is not currently happening but will look into it.  

DLA-HQ stated that assets are being put into the system later than they should.

DFAS-Denver stated that records must be accurate when backdating because if it gets too close to the new FY, a person can spend the whole budget in one day.  

DLA-HQ stated that we must know what the real life event is in DPAS.  Both sides need to understand impact.  

DFAS-Columbus stated that sometimes receipts get posted on the accounting side but not in DPAS until a much later date.  

DPAS-Columbus stated that the communication and terminology in DPAS need to match the financial systems.   E.g., in DPAS we have task codes, but in DBMS the same code is called the cost accounting code and in DWAS it is the object class code.  

DFAS-Denver stated that other systems such as E-biz have a crosswalk.  

DPAS-Columbus stated that DPAS needs to have a crosswalk as well.  

DFAS-Denver stated that they add codes into interfaces to where it fits in lines of accounting.  

FISC-Norfolk / Navy-DPAS Support Team stated that DWAS interface is important for the Navy.  Financial codes being put into DPAS need to be understood by the logistician.  The logistician at his site gets information from the Navy Facilities Engineering Command.  

DLA-HQ stated that DPAS lines of accounting need to be understood on both sides to help clear up the problem of codes being inserted incorrectly.

NGA stated that she would like to have a list of the different systems using DPAS.  

The Moderator stated that DPAS is currently working with NAVSISA on this crosswalk.  

Navy (DoN) at San Diego, CA asked about the task codes.  FISC-Norfolk / Navy-DPAS Support Team is going to call him.

The Moderator then moved onto the next point and question.  What do you expect the DPAS instructors to teach about accounting?

DLA-HQ stated that he has not taken a DPAS class in three years but that the DPAS training manual has a good module on accounting.   

The Moderator stated that NAVSISA is putting the crosswalk in the next release.  

FISC-Norfolk / Navy-DPAS Support Team stated he would like to see an improvement in the capital asset trial balance being included as monthly depreciation batch process.  Reports do not match if anything gets processed over a weekend.  Timing is crucial on both sides.  Reports should be run immediately after depreciation.  

DFAS-Denver stated that the CFO reports should be run immediately after completion, also.

DFAS-Columbus asked how long it takes for information to be in DBMS.  

DPAS-Columbus stated that there is no lag time with DBMS.

FISC-Norfolk / Navy-DPAS Support Team made a suggestion that a couple of data fields should be included on the accounting transaction register report.

The Moderator stated that he could submit his suggestion to the DPAS suggestion box at https://www.dpas.dod.mil.   

DISA-Slidell, LA, stated that she deals with MIPRs, contracts, abstracts and that four more digits need to be added to the software.    

NGA stated that she agrees with DISA-Slidell, and that in the contract field she also needs four more digits for the CLIN.

FISC-Norfolk / Navy-DPAS Support Team proposed that the Accounting Working Group put together an SCR to address these issues.  

The Moderator asked the group about their view of online help and the web site.   He asked if things need to be conveyed in writing, such as a reference on the web site.  

DLA-HQ said he would like to see a link to the DoD FMR.  The web site for the FMR is http://www.DoD.mil/comptroller/fmr

The Moderator stated that the DoD FMR may be referenced as well for residual values and service life.

He then asked about E-learning.  He stated that in May that DPAS-Columbus is having a DPAS accounting class.  He said they might reach an end point for the Accounting Working Group.  There needs to be a level of understanding for logistics people to understand accounting and vise versa.   

DLA-HQ asked if a DPAS class can be modified so that accounting people could understand the impact on DPAS.  

The Moderator replied that this would be addressed in the class in May.  He said they could make this happen.  

DPAS-Columbus stated that the DPAS instructors try to invite the accounting people to attend the accounting portion of the class.  

DFAS-Denver stated that DBMS accounting information is broken down into detail.  

Annisten Army Depot stated they have problems with mismatches.  He asked if DPAS will be updated to take care of the general ledger.   He uses the Standard Industrial Fund System (SIFS).  

The Moderator stated that there are differences between some codes used in DPAS but not in DBMS.  E.g., DPAS has 21 transaction codes.  DBMS converts DPAS codes into DBMS.  

DoN, San Diego, asked if E-learning can be site specific.  

FISC-Norfolk / Navy-DPAS Support Team stated that the Navy does have site specific E-learning and will call It1 Rodriguez.  

NCTAMS stated he wanted to thank FISC-Norfolk / Navy-DPAS Support Team for their support.  He asked when bringing on a new site, if training is better equipped to transfer equipment from an old database to a new database.

The Moderator stated that training is better than it was four years ago.  

DPAS-Columbus stated that the excess process will be updated and that a new working group will be formed.   

DoN, San Diego asked if DPAS is going to account for NMCI property.  

FISC-Norfolk / Navy-DPAS Support Team replied that it would not.  

The Moderator then thanked everyone for participating and asked that anyone send follow up email or comments to him, and a copy to the Team Leader for all the Working Groups in DPAS.

