[bookmark: _GoBack]Notes for email to Amanda from Rose:

General comments about the development process:

1. “Gear” notations; this is text that will show when the reader hovers over a gear icon.  Primarily, these are used to show interconnectedness of items and/or further terminology descriptions.
2. From Atlanta Cross Regional: Rachel just said "with the law, there is a lot that connects across the sections. OCC is looking for those opportunities to define.”  This supports the use of the gears.
3. The writing team members are:
a. Subsidy:  Jim Bates, Bob Frein, Katie Watts, Sue Wilson
b. Quality:  Nancy VonBargen, Sheri Fischer
c. Data/Technology:  Rosa Williams
d. Tribal:  Nina Stanton
e. CCSSSN:  Gail Kelso, Barbara Wall
4. This version is reflective of the base content from the Reauthorization, the Preprint, and the March, 2015 FAQ document.  Where possible, language directly from the FAQ document was used in order to use the “plain language” provided by OCC. 
Formatting Notes and Questions for OCC:
1. Note that some inconsistencies in word style or usage may be noted (such as when words were hyphenated) since these came from FAQs and editor did not correct directly quoted text. (Tracy has a list of these for OCC.)

2. Should citations/references to the legislation be included as it was done in the FAQs? Would it be helpful to develop a crosswalk between the Fundamentals and the legislation as an appendix? 

3. As much as possible, edits were made to be ready to complete the 508 compliance step (especially with tables).  
4. Is this title continuing to be CCDF “FUN”damentals?
5. What is OCC’s preference for State/Territory?  Currently it is clarified in each tile that (like the legislation) State means (also in the Editorial Considerations document).
6. Mention that nothing has been added re: EHS CCP and where we think that should go. Who should help write that? Rae? 
7. Specific Questions re: Part 1 Introduction (removed for readability) 
a.  Would Rachel Schumacher want to include a welcome message? 
b. Is there a newer organizational chart that should be used here?  One that indicates the relationship to DOE and the Office of Early Childhood and Development?
c. Do you have individual email contacts for each Regional Office?
d. Have we captured all the terms and acronyms you prefer to be included? Is “PIQ - Program Interpretation Question” a current term?  It is not referenced anywhere on the Fundamentals Web site.  
8. Specific Questions re: Part 2 Define CCDF Leadership and Coordination with Relevant Systems 
a.  Is this the appropriate place to include information for CCDF Administrator/staff regarding Tribes?
9.  Specific Comment re: Part 8 Continuous Quality Improvement 
a.  he graphic “Key Elements for Quality Improvement” will be edited to reflect the “gears” used throughout the Web site; the content will remain as shown. 


Specific Questions re: Part 9 Ensure Grantee Accountability questions/comments to OCC that were removed for readability: 
1. OCC – Requesting additional policy review of Part 9 which includes Funding, Reporting in addition to Program Integrity.  March 2015 FAQ responses are included here as well as throughout the document. 
2. What terminology is preferred by OCC (for HHS Secretary)?
3. This is a new term to this section; is it the same as reallocated (which is in the header)?  Allocated or Realloted?
4. Bob Frein said: On Slide 1, Mandatory and MOE have the same description.
Should MOE be the State “share of the now repealed AFDC….”?  
Under Matching, should the change be: “Must expend MOE” to “Must expend State funds in addition to MOE” since MOE expenditures cannot draw down matching funds. 

