Questions for State Officials on the Fourth Round of Recipient Reporting

	Contact Name:
	

	Contact Title:
	

	Contact Agency/Department:
	

	Contact Email:
	

	Contact Phone (999-999-9999):
	


State of Mississippi respondent instructions:  Please answer each question below in red bold italics.  If the question is not applicable to you, please indicate by “N/A”. 
Submit documents to James White, Stimulus Project Manager at whitej@dfa.state.ms.us by close of business Thursday, July 29, 2010.  All 1512 reporters are required to respond.
Background

During the third round of recipient reporting, despite some problems with FederalReporting.gov, most of the states in our review indicated that recipient reporting proceeded in a relatively smooth fashion. State officials credited their growing familiarity with compiling and reporting the data as a key reason recipient reporting is becoming easier. For the fourth round, we are asking how states, state agencies, and other recipients are addressing data quality review, using recipient reported data, and presenting recipient reported data to the public. In addition, we are asking if the recipient reporting exercise has changed the way in which your state and the federal government interact. 
Recipient reporting and data quality

1. Compared to previous rounds of recipient reporting, what changes, if any, were made to the way the Section 1512 data were collected, verified, processed and submitted? Why were these changes made?

2. What were the biggest challenges or difficulties you faced in compiling and reporting on the data required by Section 1512 of the Recovery Act for the fourth round of recipient reports?

3. What are your concerns, if any, about the quality of the recipient reported data submitted by entities within the state that are prime recipients but that report directly to FederalReporting.gov?

Data quality review and revisions to recipient reported data

4. Have you conducted any reviews comparing the report data as submitted to FederalReporting.gov with the data that appears on Recovery.gov.?  

                           No.….. FORMCHECKBOX 
   
                           Yes..… FORMCHECKBOX 
  If so, what did the review show? 

5. Were you contacted by any federal agency officials concerning revisions or corrections to the reports that were submitted?  

                           No.….. FORMCHECKBOX 
   
                           Yes..… FORMCHECKBOX 
  If so, please describe which agencies and what aspects of the  

                                             reports or reporting process were addressed.

6. 
Given your additional experience with the continuous correction period, how, if at all, do you think having this period to change data has affected the quality of recipient reported data?

7. 
Did you make use of the link-unlink function during this round of reporting? If so, please describe why you used it and your experience with the function.
Use of recipient reports

8.
In what ways, if any, are the recipient reported data being used within the state? For example, are you using recipient reported data in your decision making, oversight, or dissemination of information about Recovery Act funding to the public?

Transparency and citizen engagement
9.
When you were designing the state Recovery Act Web site, who was the intended audience? What were the primary purposes? How, if at all, have these purposes shifted over the course of recipient reporting?
10.
What information, if any, do you have on the user data for the state’s Recovery Act Web site? If you are able to tell, do you know who is using the Recovery Act Web site (e.g., citizens, government employees, media)? For what purposes are they using the Web site? How, if at all, has the user data changed over the course of reporting?
11.
In what other ways, if any, are you planning to use the data collection systems set up for Recovery Act reporting purposes?

12. If there is a change in your state’s leadership, what, if any, concerns, do you have about the continuity of your recipient reporting efforts?

Recipient reporting and impact on intergovernmental cooperation  

13.
Has the recipient reporting exercise changed the way in which your state and the federal government interact? Specifically, how, if at all, have working relationships and the level of involvement with the federal agencies changed? If you have any, please provide specific examples of where this is happening. Please be specific about particular agencies, if your response does not reflect all federal agencies.  
14. How, if at all, has Recovery Act recipient reporting changed interaction between state agencies? Specifically, how, if at all, have the working relationships and the level of involvement between state agencies changed?  Please provide specific examples.
15. How, if at all, has Recovery Act recipient reporting changed interaction between state and local agencies? Specifically, how, if at all, have the working relationships and the level of involvement between state and local agencies changed?  Please provide specific examples.
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