[bookmark: _GoBack]The Evaluation Subcommittee met on March 8 to evaluate the Standards Adoption Process v2 v20160304.

Present were Jim Fenton (chair), Jeff Brennan, Jim Zok, Adrian Gropper, Jenn Behrens, and Bob Faron.

The meeting was called to order at 4:04 pm EST with a reminder about the IPR policy.

Jim Zok expressed concern with the wording of the first sentence of section 1.5 (at line 136) where it said something about adoption and "normative". While the sentence may be logically correct, it was found to be awkward and an alternate wording was proposed as a non-privacy comment.

Jim Zok also pointed our the bulleted list item at lines 389-390: “Progression may occur with or without resolution of negative findings by the Privacy Committee.”  The subcommittee agreed that it should also note that the privacy report must be presented to the Plenary for consideration, and that the required majority changes if there is a privacy objection. This was seen as a privacy-related comment, but not a formal objection.

Jim Fenton was concerned about the word "endorsement" in the text at line 138, that this is too strong a description of the meaning of adoption. This is included as a non-privacy comment.

Jeff Brennan expressed concern that there was little guidance on prioritizing multiple standards awaiting adoption if a queue develops. The consensus was that the SCC Chair should manage the queue, and that the policy should not be too prescriptive about how that should be done. However, some guidance might be considered for a future revision.

Jim Zok suggested that we note that SAP v2 is much improved over the previous version we reviewed.

Consensus was to report that there was a privacy issue, but no formal objection.

