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	Reviewer(s): 
	Routh

	Date of Review: 
	Nov 14, 2008


General Comments
Information about the general nature of the rulebase, overall observations and any caveats/questions related to the advice below.
· Could someone receive both federal, state, or local assistance and employer benefits? If so, you'll need to account for this in your 'the reimbursements amount' rule.
· Can someone claim multiple 'basic non-refundable credits'? If so, you should account for this in your 'the amount of other non-refundable credits' rule.
· What happened to using entities to handle multiple adoption attempts? Should you add a 'repeat link' for another adoption attempt?

Critical Fixes
Areas that must be addressed prior to release, i.e. where the structure or logic of the rulebase is causing actual errors, has a high potential to cause errors or is substantially different to the agreed approach described in the Logical Design Fundamental Considerations and Areas Requiring Specific Attention components of the IRS ITLA High Level Design (eg approach to responses). Also, attributes that may be repeated across multiple TLCs or used in TLCs with a generated worksheet must have correct public names (advice from Duane 20/8/08).
· You have two base attributes that are presumably the same question: 'child_special_needs' and 'state_special_needs'.
· One of your visibility attributes does not have a public name (see Top Level Attributes report).

Should fix 

Areas that are currently functional but should be improved prior to release if time permits, e.g. other areas where the rulebase deviates from the agreed design or naming conventions (without good reason) and/or areas impacting maintainability of the rulebase.
· The names of your source rule docs should include a 'Form 8839 - …' header to clearly tie the content to the corresponding source material. You do indicate the Form in the title headers within the documents although you sometimes site Form 8829.
· Ideally, your procedural rule should be written in the following format: 

the interview is complete if

all the questions have been asked or

the result has been determined or

the interview should be stopped for everyone
· The public names for most of your visibility attributes do not have the 'visibility_...' prefix. I do like the use of 'response' in the public names. I tend to group mine by 'visibility_result_...', 'visibility_response_...', 'visibility_stop_...', etc.

· The interpretive rules for 'your marital status' in 'eligibility.doc' should be moved to an interpretive rules file.
· The 'phaseout amount' rule tables might be better handled in an Excel file. I can send you out standard 'itemized deductions' Excel file and you could use it for a template if you want. I'm assuming that the 'otherwise' value only applies to 2005. It would be safer to explicitly assign that value to 2005 and have 'otherwise' go to 'uncertain'. ('the maximum adoption credit per child' would go nicely into the same Excel table)
· You should simplify your 'total phaseout amount' rule to be just 'the phaseout amount + $40,000'.

· The parse for 'no_tin_adopt_unsuccesful' seems pretty awkward. Maybe I'm just not reading it right. Consider "the reason that the child does not have a Taxpayer Identification Number (TIN) is because the adoption was unsuccessful or not final by the end of the tax year".
· The parse for "you paid or incurred reasonable and necessary expenses which are directly related to the legal adoption of an eligible child (such as adoption fees, legal fees, travel expenses, etc.)" is awkward too due to the compound 'paid or incurred' verb. The question screen reads: "Did you pay or incurred …". Maybe drop the 'paid' and just go with 'incurred'. Will leave "as is"
· In your 'there is qualified expenses' (shouldn't it be 'are', not 'is') you use 'the amount of your adoption expenses <= the maximum adoption credit per child'. This is equivalent to 'your adoption expenses are not limited'. You might want to consistently use this intermediate Boolean throughout the rule. If you don't like the 'not limited' text, consider rewording the attribute.

· Your 'married on last day of the year' screen should be called 'Marital Status' as per RNC 3.2.3.Need to leave "as is" due to marital status question.
· The attributes for 'child_citizen_tax_year' and 'adoption_final' would sound better in past-tense.

· There's and extra period ("your tax liability is 0. .") in your carryforward not allowed response.

Other Recommendations
Other suggestions for improvement.
Notes

Highlighted items have been addresses and fixed.
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